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BEFORE THE
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DIVISICON OF MEDICAL QUALITY
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In ?he Matter of the Accusation
Against:

ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D. NO. L-39249
1703 Sierra Vista, Apt. E

)
)
)
)
)
Alhambra, California 91801 )
)
)
)
)
)
)

Physician and Surgeon
Certificate No. A 030346,

Respondent.

PROPOSED DECISION

This matter came on regularly for hearing before
Ronald M. Gruen, Administrative Law Judge of the Office of
Administrative Hearings at Santa Ana, and Newport Beach,
California on May 20, 21, 26, 27, 28, 29 and June 1, 2, and
3, 1987. Thomas S. Lazar, Deputy Attorney General, repre-
sented the complainant. Respondent was present and
represented by Evan L Ginsburg, Attorney at Law. Oral and
documentary evidence and evidence by stipulation on the
record having been received, the matter was submitted and
the Administrative Law Judge finds the following facts:

I

Kenneth J. Wagstaff filed the accusation and the
Petition to Terminate Probation in his official capacity as
the Executive Director of the Board of Medical Quality
Assurance (Board).

IT

At all times mentioned herein Alfred Weitung Chao, M.D.
(hereinafter "respondent") was licensed by the Board under
Physician and Surgeon Certificate No. A 030346. Said
certificate was issued by the Board on August 30, 1976, and
is in current status at the present time.



CIIT

Disciplinary action was taken against Physician and
Surgeon Certificate No. A 030346, issued to respondent,
in pertinent part is as follows:

(a) On or about January 3, 1978, Accusation
No. D-2121 was filed against respondent wherein it was
alleged, inter alia, that respondent was guilty of
unprofessional conduct in that respondent prescribed
dangerous drugs and controlled substances to various
patients in violation of provisions contained in both
the California Business and Professions code and the
California Health and Safety Code.

(b) On or about October 13, 1978, First
Supplemental Accusation No. D-2121 was filed against
respondent wherein it was alleged that respondent was
guilty of unprofessional conduct in that respondent had
prescribed dangerous drugs and controlled substances to
no less than 26 patients without a medical indication or
pathoogical reason therefor.

(c) On or about October 25, 1978, Second
Supplemental Accusation No. D-2293 was filed against
respondent wherein it was alleged that respondent was
guilty of unprofessional conduct in that he had sub-
mitted fraudulent Service Reports to the Medi-Cal
Program for payment. Specifically, respondent was
alleged to have falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program
fiscal intermediary for EKG's, blood tests, urinalysis,
throat cultures, pap smears, psychotherapy, and office
and hospital visits not made or performed.

(d) In Case No. D-2121, effective April 2, 1979,
respondent's Certificate No. A 030346 was revoked by the
Board, provided, however, that said revocation was
stayed and respondent placed on probation for a period
of five (5) years from the effective date of the deci-
sion on terms and conditions.

(e) In Case No.l D-2293, effective May 18, 1979,
respondent's certificate No. A 030346 was revoked by the
Board on the grounds of unprofessional conduct in that
respondent was found to have, among other things,
repeatedly falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program fiscal
intermediary.

(f) Effective July 12, 1984, In the Matter of the
Petition for Reinstatement of Revoked Certificate and
Modification of Probation of: Alfred W. Chao, Case No.
No. L-32011, a decision was rendered by the Board under



which respondent's petition was granted and he was
placed on probation for a period of three (3) years on
certain terms and conditions which included the
following:

"(c) Respondent is prohibited from engaging
in solo practice for a period of three (3) years
from the effective date of this Decision. Prior
to engaging in any practice of medicine and
surgery, respondent shall submit to the Division,
and receive its prior approval, a plan of
practice limited to supervised, structured
environment in which respondent's activities will
be overseen and supervised by at least one other
physician. It will be respondent's obligation
to secure from the supervising physician a
biannual report to the Division indicating
respondent's quality of performance.

"(d) Respondent shall obey all federal, state
and local laws and regulations governing the
practice of medicine in California.

"(i) Should respondent violate any of the
conditions of probation in any respect, the
Division, after providing respondent with notice
and an opportunity to be heard, may set aside
the stay order and impose the revocation of
respondent's certificate or take such other action
as it deems appropriate in accordance with the law.

Iv

Respondent is guilty of sexual abuse, and unpro-
fessional conduct in his examination and treatment
of female patient C.L. in that on September 22, 1986,
patient C.L., a recruit 29 years of age, in the Orange
County Sheriff's Academy, was examined by respondent at the
Industrial Medical Clinic in Anaheim for injuries to her
left guadriceps and right hip. During the examination,
respondent asked patient C.L. to lie back on the examining
table. Patient C.L. complled with rPSpondent s request
believing that he was going to examine her injured leg.
Respondent, however, placed his hand under patient C.L.
tee-shirt and bra and cupped his hand over the patient's
left breast, gave it a small squeeze, and then moved his
hand by her right breast, cupoed his hand over it and gave
it a small squeeze. No time prior to this action did



respondent indicate to patient C.L. that he was intending to
conduct a breast exam. At no time during the above-
described examination was a nurse in attendance.

Patient C.L. did not, prior to and on the occasion
of her visit to respondent, make any complaint to respon-
dent, or anyone else, that she was experiencing:

(1) Heart trouble;

(2) Heart palpitations;

(3) Shortness of breath;

(4) Shortness of breath while lying down;

(5) Lightheadedness;

(6) Not being able to do the same amount of work
that she had previously been able to do
during the same time period.

(7) General or overall tiredness; or

(8) Chest pain, and

Further this patient did not, make any
complaint to respondent, or anyone else, that she was
experiencing:

(1) Lumps in either one or both of her breasts;

(2) Swelling in either one or both of her breasts;
(3) Discharge from either one or both of her breasts;
(4) Any breast problems or breast pain whatsoever.

Further respondent did not inform the patient of
any diagnosis he had made regarding her breasts or heart.
In addition, the patient progress notes for this patient,
prepared by respondent for this appointment, did not reflect
any of the following:

(1) That a breast examination had been performed;

(2) That any diagnosis had been made regarding
this patient's breasts;

(3) That a heart or cardiac examination had been
performed;

(4) That any diagnosis had been made regarding
the condition of this patient's heart; or

(5) That any measurement for the point of maximal
impulse had been taken on this patient.

The touching of patient C.L.'s breast was neither
medically related to an examination for leg or hip pain nor
appropriate for a reading of the patient's pulse.

\

Respondent is guilty of sexual abuse and unpro-
fessional conduct in his examination and treatment of female



patient S.P. in that on or about September 23, 1986,
patient S.P., a recruit 25 years of age, in the Orange
County Sheriff's Academy, was examined by respondent at the
Tndustrial Medical Clinic in Anaheim for an injury to both
her right gquadriceps and hip. During the examination,
respondent asked patient S.P. to sit up on the examining
table. Respondent then proceeded to 1lift her tee-shirt and
bra over patient S.P.'s left breast, placing his hand and a
stethescope on her left breast. At no time did respondent
inform patient S,.P. that he intended to do a breast exami-
nation. After an X-ray of her injured leg and hip, respon-
dent asked patient to lie down on the examining table.
Patient S.P. complied with this request at which time
respondent held the X-ray in various positions near S.P.'s
leg and hip in an apparent attempt to read and/or match the
X-ray to patient S.P.'s body. Thereafter respondent put
down the X-ray and had patient S.P. while lying on her back
raise her right leg. Respondent held patient S.P.'s right
leg with his right hand and put his left hand down the top
of her shorts, placing his hand over her panties and feeling
the crease between her upper right thigh and torso.

Respondent then moved his hand up from the crease
between the patient's upper right thigh and torso and
slipped his left hand under her panties, placing his hand
over the patient's pubic area with his fingers on her vagi-
nal area. Upon conclusion of the examination, respondent
placed his arms around patient S.P.'s neck, and hugged her
and told her "good luck". Resondent also cupped his hand
around her chin and face. At no time during the above-
described examination was a nurse present in the room with
patient S.P. and respondent.

This patient did not, prior to and on the occasion
of her visit to respondent, make any complaint to respon-
dent, or anyone else, that she was experiencing:

(1) Heart trouble;

(2) Heart palpitations;

(3) Shortness of breath;

(4) Shortness of breath while lying down;

(5) Lightheadedness;

(6) Not being able to do the same amount of work
that she had previously been able to do
during the same time period.

(7) General or overall tiredness; or

(8) Chest pain, and

Further this patient did not, make any
complaint to respondent, or anyone else, that she was
experiencing:



(1) Lumps in either one or both of her breasts;

(2) Swelling in either one or both of her breasts
(3) Discharge from either one or both of her breasts
(4) Any breast problems or breast pain whatsoever.

Further the patient progress notes for this patient,
prepared by respondent for this appointment, did not reflect
any of the following:

(1) That a breast examination had been performed;

(2) That any diagnosis had been made regarding
this patient's breasts;

(3) That a heart or cardiac examination had been
performed;

(4) That any diagnosis had been made regarding
the condition of this patient's heart; or

(5) That any measurement for the point of maximal
impulse had been taken on this patient.

(6) That a pelvic examination had been performed.

Neither (1) the touching of patient S.P.'s breast;
(2) the touching of S.P.'s pubic and vaginal areas; or
(3) the embracing, hugging, and cupping of the chin and
face of patient S.P. were medically related to an examination
for leg or hip pain nor appropriate for a reading of the
patient's pulse.

VI

Respondent is guilty of sexual abuse, and unpro-
fessional conduct in his examination and treatment
of female patient C.C. in that on or about September 23,
1986, patient C.C., a recruit 29 year of age, in the Orange
County Sheriff's Academy, was examined by respondent at the
Industrial Medical Clinic in Anaheim for an injury to her
thigh. During the examination, respondent requested that
patient C.C. lie down on the examining table and examined her
inner thighs. After a further examination of the patient's
hip and stomach area, respondent began using his stethoscope
on patient C.C.'s stomach, and worked his hand up to her
chest under both her uniform shirt and tee-shirt. After
working his way up to patient C.C.'s bra, respondent placed
his hand under patient C.C.'s bra and on her left breast.
Respondent then began kneading patient C.C.'s breast with
his fingers. The above-described examination took place
without a nurse in attendance.

This patient did not, prior to and on the occasion
of her visit to the respondent, make any complaint to
respondent, or anyone else, that she was experiencing:

(1) Heart trouble;
(2) Heart palpitations;



(3) Shortness of breatn;

(4) Shortness of breath while lying down;

(5) Lightheadedness;

(6) Not being able to do the same amount of work
that she had previously been able to do
during the same time period.

(7) General or overall tiredness; or

(8) Chest pain, and

Further this patient did not, make any complaint to
respondent, or anyone else, that she was experiencing:

(1) Lumps in either one or both of her breasts;

(2) Swellings in either one or both of her breasts;
(3) Discharge from either one or both of her breasts
(4) Any breast problems or breast pain whatsoever.

Further respondent did not inform the patient of
any diagnosis he had made regarding her breasts or heart.
In addition, the patient progress notes for this patient,
prepared by respondent for this appointment, did not reflect
any of the following:

(1) That a breast examination had been performed;

(2) That any diagnosis had been made regarding
this patient's breasts;

(3) That a heard or cardiac examination had been
performed;

(4) That any diagnosis had been made regarding
the condition of this patient's heart; or

(5) That any measurement for the point of maximal
impulse had been taken on this patient.

The touching and kneading of patient C.C.'s breast
was not medically related to an examination for thigh pain
or appropriate for a reading of the patient's pulse.

VII

The terms and condition of respondent's probation
in case no. L-32011 (see Finding of Fact III(f) above)
included the following:

n
.

"(c) Respondent is prohibited from engaging in
solo practice for a period of (3) years from the
effective date of this Decision. Prior to engaging in
any practice of medicine and surgery, respondent shall
submit to the Division, and receive its prior approval,
a plan of practice limited to a supervised, structured
environment in which respondent's activities will be



overseen and supervised by at least one other physician.
It will be respondent's obligation to secure from the
supervising physician a biannual report to the

Division indicating respondent's quality of performance.

"(d) Respondent shall obey all federal, state and
local laws and regulations governing the practice of
medicine in California.

"(i) Should respondent violate any of the
conditions of probation in any respect, the Division,
after providing respondent with notice and an
opportunity to be heard, may set aside the stay order
and impose the revocation of respondent's certificate or
take such other action as it deems appropriate in
accordance with the law.

VITII

During respondent's probation in case no. L-32011,
on or about September 17, 1986, respondent entered into a
written contract with Industrial Medical Clinics, Inc.,
in Anaheim, California under which respondent agreed to per-
form professional services in the capacity of a physician.

It was not established by the evidence that prior
to entering into the above~mentioned contract, the
respondent was required to obtain prior approval of the
Division of Medical Quality to engage in the practice of
medicine at Industrial Medical Clinics, Inc., condition (c)
of his probation.

Respondent demonstrated that in August 1986 he
obtained approval from, a Regional Medical Consultant of
the Division of Medical Quality for a plan of practice
limited to a supervised structured environment in which
respondent's activities would be overseen and supervised by
another physician. At the time respondent's medical office
was in Alhambra, California and this was known to the
Division. However, without further consulting the Regional
Medical Consultant, respondent and his supervising physician
agreed that such supervision would take place at the
Industrial Medical Clinic in Anaheim, California, after the
respondent had obtained employment at such clinic pursuant
to the respondent's contract of employment with such clinic
dated September 17, 1986. Neither the respondent or his
supervising physician notified the Division or the Regional
Medical Consultant concerning respondent's employment at



said clinic or for permission to proceed with the plan for
supervised structural environment at such location.

Respondent and his supervising physician in initial
conversations with the Division and the medical consultant
in August 1986, had understood that such consultant had
approved the fact of such a supervised structured environ-
ment, including the approval of the respondent's supervising
physician. Respondent contends that no restrictions were
placed on him or his supervisor by the Regional Medical
Consultant with respect to the geographical location where
such supervision was to take place, or that such plan of
supervision of the respondent's activities was restricted to
his Alhambra office.

The complainant failed to establish that respondent
was placed on notice that such approval of the plan for
supervised structured environment was limited to respon-
dent's office in Alhambra. However, it should be noted that
neither the respondent or the Division in August 1986, at
the time the plan of supervision was approved by the medical
consultant, had any knowledge that respondent would obtain
employment at the Industrial Medical Clinic in Anaheim in
September 1986. It is evident that had respondent known of
this eventuality prior to seeking approval of a plan of
supervised structured environment he would have made this
known to the Regional Medical Consultant.

However, it is the ultimate responsibility of the
Division to clearly define the parameters of permissible
conduct in giving guidance to a probationer of proscribed
activities under the terms and conditions of probation.
This is especially important where as in the instant case,
there is nothing in the language of condition "(c)" above to
give respondent clear notice that approval must be obtained
for the geographical location of such supervision. The
thrust of the language of such condition is directed more at
the requirement of a proper plan and proper supervision,
rather than a specific location where such supervision is to
take place. The condition does not expressly address the
requirement of the approval of the location of such a plan
of supervised structured environment.

In the matter herein, the evidence presented by the
complainant was in totality too vague and indefinite in
apprising the respondent of the Division's unexpressed
intention to restrict the plan of supervision of medical
activities to his Alhambra office.

The alleged violation of this condition of probation
and was not shown to be a deliberate attempt on the part of
the respondent to violate the terms and conditions of his



probation. If the complainant -expects to make actionable

as a violation of probation, conduct on the part of a proba-
tioner, he has the burden to present evidence that the
respondent had clear, fair and detailed notice of the para-
meters of permissible conduct under the order of probation
including the guidance given to the respondent by the
Division and its relevant designees in directing the respon-
dent's activities as a probationer. This was not
demonstrated in the instant case.

IX

Respondent violated condition "(d)" of the terms
and conditions of his probation in case no. L-32011 because
of the findings of fact set forth in paragraphs 1V, V, and
VI above relating to sexual abuse and unprofessional conduct.

X

On this state of the evidence, the record is
replete with unanswered questions concerning the existence
of the necessary self-controls on the part of the respondent
to avoid sexual involvement in the treatment of female
patients under his professional care.

There is no evidence in the record of a resolution
of the ethical and emotional problems underlying respon-
dent's sexual misconduct as hereinabove set forth in Finding
of Facts IV, V, and V above.

Taking all the evidence, into account including
respondent's history of disciplinary action as as physi-
cian, protection of the consuming public can be achieved
only by an order as hereinbelow made.

* * * * *

pursuant to the foregoing findings of fact, the
Administrative Law Judge makes the following determination
of issues:

I

Cause has been established by clear and convincing
evidence to a reasonable certainty for license discipline
against respondent as follows:

A. Pursuant to Section 726 of the Business and
Professions Code for unprofessional conduct relating to
sexual abuse and misconduct with patients because of
Findings of Fact IV, V and VI above.

-10-



B. Pursuant to Section 2234(e) of the Business and
Professions Code for unprofessional conduct for acts
involving dishonesty and corruption because of Findings of
Fact Iv, V and VI above.

The conduct of the respondent as hereinabove enu-
merated is substantially related to the qualifications,
functions and duties of a physician and surgeon.

1T

A. Cause exists to revoke the stay previously
ordered in case no. L-32011 and reimpose the previous order
of revocation for respondent's violation of the terms and
conditions of his probation - to wit: condition (d), because
of Findings of Fact IV, V and VI above.

B. No violation of probation was established on
the part of the respondent of condition (c¢) in case no.
L-32011, and cause does not exist for further discipline
thereunder because of Findings of Fact VII and VIII above.

* * * * *

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER 1s hereby made:

1. Phyician and surgeon's certificate no.
A 030346, heretofore issued to respondent Alfred
Weitung Chao, M.D. is revoked for each and every cause set
forth in Determination of Issues no. IA and B above, and for
all of them.

2. The stay previously ordered in case no.
L-32011, is vacated and the previous order of revocation of
respondent's certificate is reimposed for each and every
cause set forth in Determination of Issues no. IIA above and
for all of them.

I hereby submit the foregoing which
constitutes my Proposed Decision in
the above-entitled matter, as a
result of the hearing had before me
on the above dates and places, and
recmmend its adoption as the decision
of the Board of Medical Quality

AsSurange,
. \ > é ,)
DATED 19 :Sw ol [ T

RONALD M. GRUEN Y~
Adminisrative Law
Office of Admjafstrative Hearings

e

RMG :mh

~-11-
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JOHN K. VAN DE KAMP, Attorney General
of the State of California
THOMAS S. LAZAR,

Deputy Attorney General —
110 West A Street, Suite 700‘ I
San Diego, California 92101
Telephone: (619) 238-3327 - RED‘A‘CTED

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Ih the Matter of the Accusation 'No. D-3578

Against:

ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D.
1703 Sierra Vista, Apt. E
Alhambra, California 91801

ACCUSATION AND PETITION
TO SET ASIDE STAY ORDER
AND IMPOSE REVOCATION

California Physician and
Surgeon Certificate
No. A 030346,

Respondent.

Complainant Kenneth J. Wagstaff alleges as follows:

1. Complainanit is the Executive Director of the Board of
Mediéal Quality Assurance (hereinafter the "Board") and makes
this accusation solely in his official capacity as such.

2. At all times mentioned herein Alfred Weiﬁung Chad, M.D.
(hereinéfter “reépondent"), was licensed by the Board under
Phyéician and Surgeon Cerfificate No. A 030346. Said certificate
was issued‘by the Board on August 30, 1976, and is in CURRENT

STATUS at the present time.
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3. Disciplinary action was taken against Physician and

Surgeon Certificéte No. A (030346, 1issued to respondent, as

follows:

/7
//

(a) On or about January 3, 1978, Accusation No. D-2121
was filed against respondent wherein Complainant: Robert
Rowland, then Executive Director of the Board of Medical

Quality Assurance, alleged, inter alia, that respondent was

guilty of unprofessional conduct in that respondent
had prescribed dangerous drugs and controlled substances to
various patients in violation of provisions contained in

both 'the California Business and Professions Code and the

California Health and Safety Code. A copy of Accusation

No. D-2121 is attached hereto as Attachment "A" and
incorporated by reference herein as if fully set forth
hereat. |

(b) On or about October 13, ;978, First Supplemental
Accusation No. D-2121 was filed against respondent "wherein
Complainant/Executive Director Robert Rowland alleged that
respondent was guilty of unprofesssioﬁal cpnduct in that
respondent had prescribed dangerous.drugs -and controlled

substances’ to no less than 26 patients without a medical

indication or pathological reason therefor. A copy of First

Supplemental Accusation No. D-2121 is attached hereto as
Attachment "B" and incorporated by reference herein as 1if

fully set forth hereat.
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{c) On or about'October'ZS, 1878, Second Supplemental
Accusation No. D-2293 was filed against respondent wherein
Complainant/Executive Director Robert Rowland alleged that

respondent was guiltonf unprofessional conduct in that he

"had submitted fraudulent Service Reports to the Medi-Cal

Program»for payment. - Specifically, respondent was alleged
to have falsely billed the Medi;Cal Program fiscal
intermediary for EKG s, blood tests, urinalysis, .throat
cﬁltures, pap smears, psychotherapy, and office and hospital
visits not made or perfofméd. A copy of Second Supplemental
Accusaﬁion No. D-2293 is attached hereto as Attachment "C"
and incorporated by referencé‘he:ein as 1f fully set forth
hereat. | , |

(ay On or about March 1, 1979, the Board accepted the
Proposed Decision of Administrative Law Judge. Stewart A.
Judson in Case No. D-2121, effective April 2, 1979. 'Under,
said decision, respondent's Certificate No. A 036346 was
revoked, providéd, however, that said fevocation was stayed
and respondent placed on probation for a period of five (5)

years .from the effective date of the decision on terms and

‘conditions. A copy of Deciéion‘No. D-2121 1is attached

"hereto as Attachment "D" and incorporated by reference

herein as if fully set forth hereat.

(e) On or about April 18, 1979, the Board accepted the
Proposed Decision of Administrative LaW Judge Robert S.
Kendall in Case No. D-2293, effective May 18, 1979. ©Under

said decision, . respondent s Certificate No. A 030346 was
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revoked on the grounds*of unprofessional conduct in that

‘respondent was found to have, among other things, repeatedly

falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program fiscal intermediary. A
copy of Decision No. D~2293 is attached hereto as Atta;hment
"E" and incorporated by reférence herein as if fully set
forth hereat. '

(f) Oﬁ or about August 14, 1981, a hearing was held In

the Matter of the Petition for Reinstatement of Revoked

Certificate of: ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D., Case No. L-24941.

Thereafter, . on Séptember 15, 1981, a decision was rendered
in the above-entitled matter under which respondent s
petition "~was denied. A copy of Decision No. L-24941 is

attached hereto as Attachment "F" and incorporated by

reference herein as if fully set forth hereat.

(g) On or about May 4, 1984, a hearing was held before

a quorum of a panel of a Medical Quaiity Review Committee In

the Matter of the Petition for Reinstatement of Revoked

Certificate and Modification of Probation of: ALFRED W.

CHAO, Case No. ©L-32011.. Thereafter, on June 4, 1984, a
decision’. was rendered in the above-entitled matter,
effective June 12, 1984, under which respondent's petition
was granted and he was placed on probation for a period of
three (3) years on terms and conditions. A copy of Decision
No. L-32011 is attached hereto as Attachment "G"  and
incorporated by reference herein as if fully set forth

hereat.
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{h) On or about June 12, 1986, a hearing was held

before a quorum of a panel of a Medical Quality Review

Committee In the Matter of the Petition for Termination of

Probation of: ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D., Case No. L-37478.

Thereafter, on July 2, 1986, a decision was rendered in the
above—entitled matter, effective August 1, 1986; under which
respondent “s petition was denied. However, the panel digd
allow a modification of respondent s probation, i.e., tﬂe
deletion of provision (a) of the Division’s Order of
Reinstatement of June 4, 1984. (See Attachment "G", page 3,
for a copy .of provision (a); said provision relates
to restrictions placed on respondent”’s right to prescribe
Schedule II and III controlled substances and narcotics.)
It should be noted that the panel did not modify or délete
provision (c) of the Division’s June 4, 1984, reinstatement.
order which continues to require respondent to obtain the
prior appfoval of the Division for any practice of medicine
which may only be performed in a .supervised structured
environment} A copy of Decision No. L-37478 is attached
hereto as Attachﬁent "H" and incorporated by reference
herein as 1if fﬁlly set forth hereat.

(1) On or about July.28; 1986, respondent filed a
Petition for Reconsideration in Case No. L-37478 objecting

to the panel’s decision not to terminate his probation

entirely. On or about Augustvl3, 1986, the Office of the
Attorney General filed its memorandum of points and
authorities in opposition to respondent s petition.
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Thereafter, 6n or about September 2, 1986, the Medical
Quality Review Committee which had originally heard
respondent s petition in Case No. L-37478 voted not to grant

respondent s petition for reconsideration. A copy of the

September 2, 1986, notification letter sent to respondent is

attached hereto as Attachment "I" and incorporated' by

reference herein as if fuliy set forfh hereat.

4, California Businéss' and Professions -Code section 726
provides that the commission éf any act of sexual abusé,
misconduct, or relations with a patient, client, or customer
which is subStantially related to the qualificatiohs, functions,
or duties of the occupation for which a license was issuéd
constitutes unprofessional conduct and grouhds for disciplinary
action for: any person licensed under Division 2, wunder any
initiative act referred to in Divisioﬁ‘2 and under Chapter 17
(commencing with Section 9000) 6f Division 3.

5. California Business and Professions Code section 2220

provides, in pertinent part, that the Division of Medical Quality

may take action against all persons guilty of violating the

provisions of Chapter 5 of Division 2 of that Code,

6. California Business and Professions Code section 2227
provides that a licensee whose matter has been heard by the
Division of Medical Quality, by a medical quality review
committee or a panéléof such committee, or by an administrative
law judge, or whose default has been entered, and who is found

guilty may, in accordance with the provisions of this chapter:

(a) have his or her certificate revoked upon order of the |

H
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division; (b) have his or her right to practice suspended for &
period not to exceed one year upon order of the division or a
committee or panel thereof; (c) be placed on probation upon order

of the division or a committee or panel thereof; (&) be publicly

‘reprimanded by the division or ‘a committee or panel thereof; (e)

have such other action taken in relation to discipline as ﬁhe
division, a committee or panel thereof, or an adminisfrative law
judge may deem proper.
7. California Business and Pfofessions Code section 2234
provides thaf:
"The Division 6f Medical Quality shall take action
“against any licensee who is charged with unprofessionalA
conduct. - | In additibn to proyisions of this article,
unprofessional conductiincludes, but.is~ﬁot limited to, the
following: |
"(é) Violating or attempting to violate( directly or
indirectly, or assisting in or_abetting the violation of, or
conspiring to violate, any provision.of this chapﬁer.
"(b) Gross negligence.
"(c) Repeated negligent acts.
"(4d) 'Incompetence.
“(e) The commission of any act invoiving dishohesty or
corruption which is substantiaily related to the
~qualifications, functions, or duties of a physician or
surgeon. |

"(f) Any action which would have warranted the denial

of a certificate."
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*

8. Respondent has ' subjected his license to disciplinary ;

action under California Business and Professions Code section
726 .on the grounds of unprofessional conduct as defined in
section 726_ of that Code in that he is guilty of sexual abﬁse,
misconduct or relations with three of his patients as more
particularlyAélieged hereinafter:‘

(a) On or about September .22, 1986, paﬁient C.L., a
recruit in the Orange.County Sheriff's‘Academy,vwas examined
by respondent ét the Industrial.Medical Clinic in Aﬁaheim
fof injuries to her left gquadriceps and right hip. During
the examinatibn, respondent asked patient C.L. to lie back
on the examining table. Patient C.L. . complied with
réspondenﬁfs request assuming that he was going to examine
her injured leg. Respondent, however, placed his hand under
patient C.L. s tee-shirt and bra and touched her bréast. At
no time prior to this action did respondent indicate to
patient C.L. that he was intending to conduct a breast exam.
Tﬁe touching of patient C.L. s breast was neither medically
rélated to an examination for leg or hip paih nor
appropriate for ~a reading of the patient’s pulse. In
additidn, at one point during said examination, respondent
knelt down on the floor in front of patient C.L., while the

latter was in a sténding position, respondent s face level

with'the'top of patient C.L. s thigh. There was no medical

indication " for respondent to be kneeling down in front of
patient .C.L. to examine either her leg or hip. At no time

during the above-described examination was a nurse in
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attendance.

The above-described examination of patient C.L.

constitutes an act of sexual abuse, misconduct, or relations
with‘ patient C.L. and is substantially reldted to the
quaiifiéations, functions, or duties of the ©practice of
medicine for which Certificate No. A 030346 was issued, is
unprofessional -conduct, and grounds for disciplinary action
against respondent.

(b) On or about September 23, 1986, patient S.P., a
recruit in the Orange County Sheriff’s Academy, was examined
by respondent at the Industrial Medical Clinic in Anaheim|
for an injury to both her right gquadriceps and hip. During
the examination, 'respondent asked patient S.P. to sit up on
the examining table. Respondent then proceeded to 1lift her
tee-shirt and bra over patient S.P."s left breast, plécing
his hand on her left breast. At no time did respondent
inform patient S.P. that he intended to do a~ breast
examination. After an x-ray of her injured leg and hip,
respendent asked patient S.P. to lie down on the examining
table. Patient S.P; complied with this request at which
time respondent held the x—raj in various positions .near
patient S.P."s leg and hip in an apparent attempt to read
and/or match the x-ray to patient S.P."s body. Thereafter,
respondent put down the x-ray and had patient S.P. bend her
left knee and raise her right leg. Respondent heid patient
S.P."s right leé with his right hand and repeétedly put his

left hand wunder her shorts and panties, on one occasioni
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placing his hand on her'pubic area with one finger on her
vaginal area. Upon conclusion of the examination,
respondent placed his‘ arms around patient S.P. s neck,
hugged her and told her "good luck." Respondent also cupped
his hand~aroﬁnd her chin and face. At no.time during the
above-described examination was a nurse present in the room |
with patient S.P. and respondent.

Neither (1) the touching of patient S.P."s breast:; (2)
the touching Qf patient S.P.’s pubic and veginal areas; or
(3) the embracing, hugging, and'cupping of the chin and face
of paeient S.P. was medically related to an examination for
leg " or hip pain nor appropriate for a reading of the
patient's pulse.

The above-described examination of patient S.P.
constitutes an act of sexuallabuse, misconduct, or relations
with patient S.P. and is substantially related to the
qualifieations, functions, or duties of the practice of
medicine for which Certificate No._ A 030346 was issued, is
unprofessional conduct, and grounds for disciplinary action
against respondent.

(c) On or about September 23; 1986, -paﬁient c.C., a
recruit in the Orange.County Sheriff's Academy, was examined
by respondent at the Industrial Medical Clinic iﬁ Anaheim
for an injury to her thigh. During +the examination,
respondent requested that patient C.C.- lie down on the
examining table. Respondent repeatedly placed his hands on

patient C.C."s inner thighs commenting that her legs were

10
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the "same temperature;"',ReSpondent then gave patient <c.c.
some kind of "pelvic exam," over her panties, poking around
her hip, - pelvic and stcmach area. Thercafter, respondent
began using his .stethoscope on patient C.C. s stomach;
working his_way up to her chest under both her unifcrm shirt
and teejshitt. After finally working his way up. to patlent

C.C."s bra, responcent placed his hand under patient C.cC.

bra and on her breast. Respondent then began kneading
patient C.C.’s breast with his fingers. The above-described
examination took place without a nurse in attendance.

Neither (1) the repeated touching of patient cC.C.’s
inner thighs; or (2) the touching and kneading of patient
C.C. s breast was medically related to an examination for
thigh pain or appropriate for a reading of the patient's
pulse. |

The abovc—described examinétion of patient C.C.
constitutes an act of sexual abuse, misconduct, or rélations»
with patient C.C. and ié substantially related to the
qualifications, functions, or duties of the practice of
medicine for which Certificate No. 2 030346 was issued, 1is
unprofessional conduct, and grounds - for disciplinary action
against respondent.

S. Respondent has subjected his license to disciplinary

action under cCalifornia Business and Professions Code section

2234 on the grounds of unprofessional conduct in that respondent
has engaged in conduct which breaches the rules or ethical code

or which 1is unbecoming of a member in good . standing of the

11
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medical profession. The'allegations_contained in paragraph 8,
above, are incoporated by reference herein as if fully set forth
hereat. |

10; Respondent has subjected his license to disciplinary
action under California.aniness and Professions Code section
2234 on the gronnds of unprofessional conduct as defined in
section 2234(e) of that Code in that respondent‘has committed an
act involving .dishonesty or corruption which 1is substantially
related to the qualifications; functions, or dnties of a
physicianv and surgeon as more particularlyialleged hereinafter.
The allegations contained in paragraph 8, above, are incorporated
by reference herein as if fully set forth nereat.

11. As stated in paragraph 3(g), above, respondent’s
Certificate No. A 030346 was reinstatea by a June 4th, 1984,
order of the Board, subject to various terms and conditions of"
probation. That June 4th, 1984, order of the Board provides, in
pertinent part, that: -

"The petition’for reinstatement of revoked license of
Alfred W. Chao, M.D. 1is .hereby granted subject.to the
following limitations: |

-

"(c) Respondent' is prohibited from engaging in 'solo
practice for a‘period'of (3) vears from the effective date
of this Decision. ° Prior to engaging in any‘ practice of
medicine_ and surgery, respondent .shall submit te the
Division, and receive its prior appreval, a plan of praetice

limited to a supervised, structured environment in which

12
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respondent “s activities will be overseen and supervised by
at least one other physician. It will be respondent’s
obligation to secure from the supervising physician_ a bi-
annual report to the Division indicating respondent’s
quality of performance.

"(d) Respondent shall obey all federal, state andgd
local laws and regulations governing the' practice of

medicine in California.

n

(i) Should respondent violate ény of the conditions
of probation in any respect, the Division, after providing
respondent with notice and an opportuhity to be heard, may
set aside the stay order and impose the revocation of
respondent “s certificate or take such other action as it
deems appropriate in accordance with the law.

.. " .

12. The June 4, 1984, order of the Board in Case No. -
32011 staying revocation of respondent's certificate and placing
him on probation for three (3) years is.subject to being vacated
under the provisions of subsection (i) of said probationary order
in that respondent has violated condition (c) of his
prdbationary order as more particularly alleged hereinéfter:

(a) On or_about September 17, 1986, respondent entered
into. a written contract with Industrial Medical Clinics,
Inc., under which respondent agreed to éerform professipnal
sevices in the capacity ofla physician. . A'copy of said

written contract i1s attached hereto as Attachment "J“ and

13
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incorporated by reférénce "herein as if fully set .forth
hereat. At no time prior to entering into the above-
mentioned contract did respondent obtain the prior approval
of the Division of Medical Quality to engage in the prabtice
of medicine at Industrial Medical Clinics, 1Inc. Said
failure 1is a violation of condition (c) of his probation;
such a violation subjects the stay order to being vacated.
13.  The June 4, 1984, order of the. Board in Case No. L-

32011 staying revocation of respondent s certificate and pléding

him on probation for three (3) years is subject to being vacated

under the provisions of subsection (i): of said probationary order

in \ that respondent has vioiated condition (d) of his

probationary order as more particularly alleged hereinafter:

| {a) The allegations contained in péragraphs 8, 9 and
10, above, are incorporated by reference herein as if fully
set fdrth hereat. Respondent “s actions constitute a
violation of California Business and Professioné Code
sections 726, ‘2234, and 2234(e), all state statutes. Thus
respondent has violated condition (d) of his probatiohary
order in that he has failed to obey all state laws governing
the practice of medicine in California. Said failure
subjects the aforementioned stay order to being vacated;

//

//

/7

/7

//




lf WHEREFORE, Complainant' prays that the Division of Medical i

2§ Quality hold a hearing on the allegations contained in this

3} Accusation and Petition to Set Aside Stay Order and Impose
4; _Revocation, and following said hearing make its order:

|
5; (a) Setting aside the June 4, 1984, stay order of the Board
6% and imposing tﬁe discipline that was staYed, i.e., révocatibn of

7 Physician and Surgeon Certificate No} A 030346;
8 ‘ (b) Taking such action as provided by sections 2234 and 2227

9 of the California Business. and Professions Code; and

10 " (c) Taking such other and further action as may also be

11" proper.

12

13 DATED: Movember 18, 1986

14

KENN TH J WAGS AFF ( ‘\,
le|l - . Exe htlve Direcior ‘
' Board\@f Medical Quality Assurance
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EVELLE J. YOUNGER, Attorney General
of the State of California
JOEL S. PRIMES
' Deputy Attorney General
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350
Sacramento, California 95214
Telephone: 916/445-5312

Attorneys for Complainant - ¥

BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation

) No. D-2121

" Against: )
ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D. ) ACCUSATION

520 W. "“I" Street )_

Los Banos, California )

)

License No. A 30346 )

)

Respondent. )

)

COMES NOW the complainant, Robert Rowland, and as
cauée for disciplinary action aéainst the above named
respondent, alleges as follows:

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I
Complainant, Robert Rowland, is the Executive Director
of the Board of Medical Quality Assurance of the State of

California (hereinafter referred to as the “Board") and makes

‘this accusation solely in such official capacity.

II
Respondent, Alfred W. Chao, M.D., on or about August
20, 1976, was issued Physician's and Surgeon's Certificate No. A~

30346 by the Board to practice medicine and surgery in the State

'of‘California and at all times mentioned herein respondent was

and now is licensed by the Board to practice medicine and

surgery in this State.
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III

Section 2360 of the Business and Professions Code

provides as follows:

"Every certificate issued may be suspended or revoked.
The board éhall refuse . a certificate to any applicant
guilty of unprofessional conduct. The proceedings under
this article shall'be conducted in accoFdance with Chapter
; (commencing with Séction 11560) of Part 1 of Division 3
of Title 2 of.the Government Code, and the board shall have
all the powers granted therein."

- Iv
Section 2361 subdivision (a) of the Business and
Professions Code provides as follows:

. "The Division of Medical Quality shall take action
against an& holder of . a certificate, who is guilty of
unprofessional conduét which has been brought to its
attention, or whose certificate has béén procured by fraud
or misrepresentation or issued by mistake.

"Unprofessional conduct includes, but is not limited
to, the following: 7

"(a) Violating or attempting to violate, directly or
indirectly, or assisting in or abetting the violation of,
or conspiring to violate, any provision or term of this
chapter.

v

Section 2391.5 of the Business and Professions Code

provides as follows:

A violation_of any federal statute, or rule or
regulation or any of the statufes or rules or. regulations
of this state regulating narcotics, déngerous drugs, or
conﬁrolleé substances, constitutes unprofessional conduct

within -the meaning of this chapter.”

2,
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VI.

Section 2399.5 of the Business and Professions Code

provides as follows:

"Prescribing, dispensing or furnishing dangerous drugs
as defined in Section 4211 of the Business and Professisns
Code without a good faith pfior examination and medical
indication therefor, constitutes unprofessional conduct
within the meaning of this chapter."

VII

Section 4211 subdivision (k) of the Business and

* Professions Code.provides as follows:

" 'Dangerous drug' means any drug unsafe for self-
medication, except.preparations of drugs defined in
subdivisions (e), (f), (h), and (i) hereof, designed for
the purpose of feeding or treaﬁiﬁg animals (other than man)
or poultry, and so labeled, and incluaes.the foliowing:

"(k) Any drug or device which bears the legend:
'Caution: federal law prohibits dispensing without
préscription.'"

VIII

Section 11154 of the Health and Safety Code provides

as follows:

7/

//
//

"Except in the regular practice of his profession, no

" person shall prescribe, administer, dispense, or furnish, a

‘controlled substance to or for any person who is not under

his treatment for a pathology or condition other than
addiction to a controlled substance, except as provided in

this division.”

A_osr
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Dexedrine (dextroamphetamine sulphate) is a dangerous
drug as per section 4211 subdivisioﬁs {c) and (k) of the
Business and Professions Code. Dexedrlne is listed -as a
controlled substance, Schedule II in section 11055 subdivision
(d){1) of the Health and Safety Code and title II, Code of
Federal Regulations section 1308.12 guodivision (dy(1).

Quaalude (methqualone) ié a dangerous drug as per

section 4211 subdivisions (a) and (k) of the Business and

- Professions Code and a Schedule III non-prescription drug per

Health and Safety Code sectlon 11056 subdivision (b)(6). As of
Januaty 1, 1977, Quaalude is a Schedole:II controlled substance
for prescription violations as set forth in Health and Safety
Code section 11150 and title II, Code of Federal Regulatlons
section 1308.12 subd1v1sxon (e)(1).

Valium (diazepam) is a dangerous drug as set forth in
section 4211 subdivision (k) of the Business and Professions
Code. ©On or about January 1, 1977, Valium was classified es a
Schedule 1V controlled substance as set forth in Health and
Safety Code section 11150 and title IV, Code of Federal
Regulatlons section 1308.14 subdivision (b)(?).

Dalmane (flurazepam hydrochloride) is'a dangerous drug
as set forth in section 4211 subdivision (a) of the Business and

Professions Code. On or about January 1, 1977, Dalmane is a

Schedule IV controlled substance as set forth in Health and

Safety Code section 11150 and title II, Code of Federal

Regulations section 1308.14 subdivision (b)(10).

7/
//
//
//

1
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X
Respondent is guilty of unprofessional conduct as
outlined in sections 2360, 2361 subdivision (a), 2391.5 and
23939.5 and Health and Safety“Code section 11154 in that
respondént without a medical indication or pathological reason

prescribed the following medications to the following patients:
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1. Patient Sally WA

June 23, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mgm tabs
Prescription No. 667697

July 14, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mg tabs
Prescription No. 189637

August 11, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mg
. Prescription No. 190276

August 23, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mg
Prescription No. 190512 .

2. "Patient James D@

July 21, 1977 - Quaalude 300 mg
Prescription No. 189785

July 27, 1977 - Dalmane 30 mg
Prescription No. 189930

July 27, 1977 - valium 10 mg
Prescription No. 189931

August 23, 1977 - Quaalude 150 mg
Prescription No.

3. Patient Linda Pesiibe

August 16, 1977 - Amphetamine 5 mg
Prescription No. 28576

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
I

That paragraphs I, 17, 111, IV, V, VI, VII,-VIII and

IX of the First Cause for Disciplinary Action are incorporated

herein as if set forth in full.

II

Section 11190 of the Health and Safety Code provides

as followé:
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"Every practitioner, othér than a pharmacist, who issues
a prescription, or dispenses or administers-a controlléd
substance classified in Schedule II shall make a record that,
as to the transaction, shows all of the following:

' "(a) The name and address of the patient.

"{(b) The date.

"(c) The character and quantity of éontrolled
substances involved.

"The prescriber's record shall show the pathology and
purpose fpr which the prescription is issued, or the

controlled substance administered, prescribed, or dispensed.”

I1T
Respondent has violated Health and Safety Code section
11190 by failing to make a record of each of the following
prescriptions for controlled substances classified in Schedule II
which record shows the pathology and purpose for which the.
prescription was issued:
1. Patient Sally Wepmms

a. Prescription No. 667697
June 23, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mgm tabs

b. Prescription No. 189637
July 14, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mg tabs

c. Prescription No. 190276
Auqust 11, 1977 - Dexedrine 5 mg

) d. Prescription No. 190512
August 23, ‘1977 - Dexedrine 5 mg

2. Patient Linda Pemme®

a. Prescription No. 28576
August 16, 1977 - Amphetamines 5 mg (Dexedrine)

/7
//
7
7/
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THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I 1

That paragraphs I, II, III, v, v, VI, VII, VIII and IX

of the First Cause for Disciplinary Action are incorporated
herein as if set forth in full. . ,
I1

Section 4228 of the Business and Professions Code

provides as follows:

“(a): Except as provided in subdivision (b) of this
section, no person shall dispense any dangefous drug upon
prescriptioﬁ except in a container correctly labeled with
the informatioh required by Sections 4047.5 and 4048,

"(b) Physicians, dentists, podiatrists and
veterinarians may personally furnish aﬁy dangerous drug
prescribed by them to" the patient for whom prescribed,
provided that such drug is properly labeled to. show all
information required in Sections 4047.5 and 4048 except the
prescription number."

III

- Section 4047.5 of the Business and Professions Code

prbvides as follows:

“A pharmacist shall not dispense any prescription except
in a container correétly.labeléd-with the following:

“(a) Except where the prescriber orders otherwise, the
trade name‘of-the drug, or if there is no trade name, the
generic name and the name of the manufacturer. Commonly used
abbreviations may be used. Preparations containing two or
_more active ingredients may be identified by a brand or
commonly used name of the principal active.ingredients.

"(b) The directions for the use of the drug.

"(c) The name of the patient.

7.

A nes
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subdivisions (b) through (h).

"(d) The name of the prescribep.

»"(e) The dete of issue.

"(f) The neme and address and pPrescription number of

phe furnisher.
"{q) The strength of the drhg or drugs prescribed.
"{h) The quantity of the drug or drugs prescribed.
v B

Respondent is ggilty of unprofessioeal conduct as
outlined in sectione 2360, 2361 subdivision (a), 2391.5 and 4228
of the Business and Professions Code as .is more specifically set
for.belew:

On July 21, 1977, respondent dispensed Velium to patient
James De®® in a sealed white envelope without listing the

requirements of Business and Professions Code section 4047.5

WHEREFORE, complainant prays that- the Division of
Medical Quallty hold a hearing on the matters alleged hereln and
following a hearing issue a decision:
(1) Revoking or sgependieg the certificate of
respondent.
. (2) Taking such other and further action as is deemed

necessary and proper.

DATED: January 3, 1978

ROBERT ROWLAND

Executive Director
Board of Medical Quallty
Assurance
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STATE OF'CALIFORNIA." -}
STO. 113 IREV; 8724, -

EVELLE J. YOUNGER, Attorney General
of the State of California ..

| JOEL S. PRIMES. -

Deputy Attorney General
555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350
Sacramento, California 95814
Telephone: 916/445-5312

Attorneys for Complainant

e, .

BEFORE THE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA '

In the Matter of the Accusation

) NO. D-2121
Against: )
)

ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D. ) FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL

. 520 W. "I" Street ) ) ACCUSATION
.Los Banos, California )
)
License No. A 30346 )
Respondent. )
: )

COMES NOW the complainant, Robert Rowland, and as
further cause for disciplinary action against the above
named respondent alleges as follows:

Complainant, Robert Rowland, makes this fipst

supplemental accusation in addition to the matters contained

_in_théApfeVioﬁsinfiied accusation against the same respondent

uinder the same caption and number and incorporates by reference

herein ahd*feallégés all of the allegations of the previous

éécusatipﬁ;
e
/77




3

1 - FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY AC'I.“ION

2 | I

3 Th.at paragraphs I, II, II.I,'. Iv, v, VI, VII, VIII

4 fand IX of the First Cause .fo'r Disciplinary Action are incorporated

5. herein'as.if set forth in full. |

6 | II -

7 Res'p_ondent is guilty of unprofessional conduct-

8 |as.outlined in sections 2360, 2361(a), 2391.5 and 2399.5

9 |and Health and Safety Code section 11154 in that respondent

10 |without a medical indication or pathological reason .prescribed
11 [the following medications to the following patients:

12 | paTe PATIENT DRUG . QUANTITY Rxd
13 1/11/77 Ora_ S umm— Ritalin 10 mg. 100 24146

-

14 S.F. |

15 |2/18/77  ° . Quaalude 300 mg. 100 661416
‘16 |2/18/77 " " Ritalin 20 ng. 100 661415
17 13/4/77 " " Ritalin 20 mg. .30 662212
18 [3/9/77 Troy S Ritalin 20 mg. 50 | 25336
10 SF— ' o

. 20 13/9/77 " u - Quaalude 300 mg. 50 25335

21 [13/9/77 Mae Souill Ritélin 20 mg. 50 25334
22 S.F. . -

23 [3/9/77 " " Quaalude 300 mg. 50 25333
24 (13/9/77 'Médison Wi Quaalude 300 mg. 50 25337
o SF— :

og I13/9/77 - " " Ritalin 20 mg. 50‘ ' 25338
27‘ 3/11/77 Theresa Fdilille Ritaiin 20 mg. 50 .32'0701

| Srate oF ChitreRNIA
510, 113 (REV. 8.721 _ | 2.




10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17

18

19

- 20

21.
_]522;
24

c .
COURT-PAPER -
ETATE OF CALIFORNIA

- STD. 113 IREV. 8.72

osp.

3/11/77

'3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11477

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77
3/11/77

3/11/77

Crawford Wi

S.F.

Herbert Heosmm»

Fagle Hotel, S.F.

LU "

Hal O
ey

Eagle Hotel, S.F.
n ’ "

-Pres ton Jennass
R

Oakland

3/11/77 William S e

3/11/77
3/11/77

3/11/717
3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

1311777

7a

James WS

S.F.
Cole Hulnlll»
S.F.

Clyde MOnmuu——w

Quaalude 300 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

.. Ritalin 20 mg?';

" Quaalude 300 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg|

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

- Ritalin 20 Mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 ﬂg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20-mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

50

50

50

50

50

50

50

50

50
50

50
50

50

50

50

50

50

320700

186451

186450

25398

320703

25396

662630

186453

186452

25397

320703

186455

186454

320697
320699

320698

186462 |-
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

23

24

25

26

27

COURT PAPER
STATE ©F CALIFORNIA
SYD. 113 (REV. B 721

osP

3/11/77

3/11/77
3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/14/77
3/14/77
3/14/77
3/14/77

3/15/77

3/14/77

5/23/77

6/30/77

7/25/717

7/29/77

Eliz. W

1

acramento

Colleen NEHINSES

S.F.

Gloria DumES

S.F.

Lucis W

b

S.F.

Arctlic B illis

S.F.

Edward Ml

n
=i

Raymond Luwngh

S.F. _
Hester Willlms

Sherman DYNSN

S.F.

Alvin MEEB

George BN

Los Banos

Roy J el

Hester WAl

|

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.
Quaalude 300 mg.

-Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.
Ritalin 20 mg.
Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

" Dextro-Amphetamine

5 mg.
Ritalin 20 mg.
Amphetamine

Quaalude 300 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Dextro-Amphetamine
-5 mg.

50

50

30

50

50

30

30

30

30

30

30

50

12

20

30

30

186461

662608

662603

186460

662606

662605

25415

—

25414
25413
186500

27914

186499

188298

27621

669017 -

28236




1|8/10/77 o ow n " 30 28460

2 |8/22/77 " _ e " 30 28672
3 3/11/77  Harry COlimm Ritalin 20 mg. | .50 .

4 S.F. _ '

5 1 WHEREFORE, cdmpléinant prays that the Division of

6 ||Medical Quality hold a hearing on ‘the matters alleged herein

7 |and following said hearing issue a dedision:

-8 - 1. Reqokiﬁg or éuspending the certificate
9 of respondent.A
10 _ 2. Taking such other and futher action as it
11 is deemed necessary and proper. .
12 |

13 ||DATED: october 13, 1978 _ | ////:::;7
. , 7
.14 : . 7

ROBERT ROWLAND®
16 ' _ Executive Secretary
Board of Medical Quality Assurance

17

18

19

20

=
o2
'=Aﬂ23*ff

24

?25?3
2—‘7.-. 3 L

' 5
. 9
ZOURT PAPER . - . : S
STATE OF CALIFORNIA .
5TD. 113 (REV. 8.72)




ATTACHMENT C




YOUNGER, Attorney General
of the State of California ' N
JOEL S. PRIMES :
Deputy Attorney General
3 555 Capitol Mall, Suite 350
Sacramento, California 95814
4 Telephone: 916/445-5312

(&3]
<
[rcal
=
(g
]
<y

7 Attorneys for Complainant

= BEFORE THE

DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
i BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE

. : DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
e : STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Hal In the Matter of the Accusation ) NO. D-2293
Against: i : 3
)
- ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D. )
. 13 520 W, "I" Street ) ACCUSATION
: Los Banos, California )
14 _ )
License No. A 30346 )
15 )
Respondent. )
16 )
i COMES NOW the complainant, Robert Rowland, and as
13 further cause for disciplinary action against the above named
13 respondent alleges as follows:
20 Complainant, Robert Rowland, makes this Second
21 Supplemental Accusation in addition to the matters contained in
22 the previously filed aécusations against the same respondent
235 . under the same caption and number and incorpdrates by reference
24 v herein and realleges all of the allegations of the previous

accusations.

26 //
27 /)
RT PAPER i
H MNlA
115 Gnev Byt | 1.
osy

T Y AN s L L s G imriat it e 5 s e o



1 _ FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

z I

% That paragraphs I, II, III, IV, ¥, v, VvIiI, VIIiI and

4 i IX of the First Cause for Disciplinary Action are incorperated

5 2 herein as if set forth in full.

5 I1

o E Section 2361 subdivision (e} of the Code provides{

5 inter alia, that the commission of any act involving dishonesty,

whether the act is committed in the course of the individual's

e activities as a certificate holder, or otherwise, or whether the
11 act is a felony or a misdemeanor éonstitutes unprofessional

> conduct,

IIT

14 Section 2411 of the Code provides that the knowingly
15 making or signing any certificate or other document directly or '
16 indirectly related to the practice of medicine or podiatry which
17%5 falsely represents the existence or non-existence of a state of
lg§§ qfacts, constitutes unprofessional conduct.

19§§ v
20§§ Respondent is guilty of unprofessional conduct as
21§§ outlined in sections 2360, 2361 subdivision (e} and 2411 Gf‘the'
22%? Code as follows:

Respondent submitted fraudulent Service Reports (Mc-

AN
A

24:5 163) to the Medi~Cal Program for payment. Respondent falsely

25! billed the Medi-Cal Program for EKG's, blood tests, urinalysis,
26 |  throat cultures, pap smears, psychotherapy, office and hospital
27 visits not made or performed as is more specifically set forth

28 i ‘below:
IRT PAPER {

“E OF CALIFORNIA i
LE3 emav a-72)

ose ,i _‘ . 2.
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26
27

28

" OQF CALIFORNIA
113 (REV a.721

ose

COUNT

following

recipient

office,

office,

S

following

recipient

Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the
medical procedures which were not rendered to Medi-Cal
J.C. -~ I.D. No. _—

1. Three EKG's performed at respondent‘s office‘

2. Eight urinél%sis performed at respondent's office.

3. PFive throat cultures performed at respondentis

4. Three blood withdrawals performed at respondant's

- Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the

medical procedures which were not rendered to Medi-Cal

F.D. - I.D. No. iR

1. EKG's on August 19 and 23, 1877, performed at

respondent}s office,.

2. Four urinalysis performed at respondent's office.

3. Sixteen blood withdrawals performed at

respondent's office.

office.

4. Nine throat cultures performed at respondent's

5. . Respondent falsely billed for one hour of

psychotherapy allegedly performed at respondent's office on

August 26, 1977 and September 20, 1977.

6. Two three—ﬁour glucose tolerance tests performed

at respondent's office.

1977.

7. Office visits on August l; 3, 8,.12, 16 and 19,



RY PAPER
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19 |

- 27
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18 |

20 |

at respondent's office.

COUNT :

Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the
following medical procedures which were not rendered. to Medi-Cal
recipient F.J. - I.D. No. ‘

1. EKG's performed on'July 21 and 24, 1977; August
25, 1977; September 7 and 12, 1977, at respondent's office.

| 2. Office visit on July 29, 1977. |
3. Four hbspiﬁal visits in August 1977.

4. Seventeen 'irinalysis performed at respondent’s

office.

5. Twenty-one blood withdrawals performed at

respondent's office.

L2

6. Four throat cultures performed at respondent's

of fice.

" COUNT 4:

Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the .

‘following medical procedures which were not rendered tQ‘Medi—Cali

£l

recipient L.J. - I.D. No. s,

1. Ten urinalysis performed at respondent's office.
2. - Fourteen blood withdrawals performed at

respondent's office.

"3. Eight throat cultures performed at respondent's

office.

4. Pour three-hour glucoée tolerance tests performed

5. Three hours of psychotherapy performed at

respondent's office.



6. Two T.B. skin tests on August 12 and 22, i%77%,

bond

2 perfozmed'at respondent’s office.

-3 COUNT 5: |
4 Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program For the
% following medical procedures which were.not rendered to Medi-Cal
6 recipient R.J. - I.D. No. NN
7 i _ 1. Ten EKG's allegedly performed on May 3, 1977; June

3 S and 13, 1977: and Augqust 4 and 11, 1977, at respondent's

A Prrseime s oy

g %_ office.

10 i 2. Seventeen urine saﬁples performed at respondent's

11;g office.

12§: 3. Fffteeﬁ bloocd withdrawais perfor&ed at

13 f respondent's office. |

14 ? 4. Ten throat cultures performed at respondent's

15%f office.

laéi 5. Nine injections performed at respondent's foice(

17 f 6. One hour of psychotherapy éerformed at

1855 gespondent’é office.

19.§ | 7. One three—hoﬁr glucose tolerance test performed at °

20 g respondent's office. ;

21 § COUNT 6: é

22 ; Respondent falsely gilled the Medi-Cal Program for the%

23 following medical procedures which were not rendered to Hedi—Calg

24 recipient W.McA. - I.D. No. SEENIEGARasNS :
|25 1. Eight EKG's performed on April 8, 1977; July 15 %
26 and 21, 1977; August 15, 17 and 19, 1977?'at respondent's é

27 office. / g

oF CavtroRni . 5.

113 (REV. 8.72)

ose




1 2. Five 5lood withdrawals performed at reSéondent’s
5 . office. |
G ' 3. Eleven urine samples performed at respondent's
4" office.
5{% 4. Six throét cultures performed at respondent's
Gé office. 4
7 i 5. Office visits on August 2, 4, 8 and 11, 1977.
& COUNT 7:
g ' Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the
.10 - following medical procedures which were nct rendered to Medi-Cal
11 recipient L.R.M, ~ I.D. No. anriNNECEE
19 1. Seven EKG's performed on August 18 and 25, 1977;
13 - Septémber 1, 15 and 20, 1977, at respondent's office.
14 @ 2. Four blood withdrawals performed at respondent's
15£ .office.
15§ 3. Eight urine samples performed at respondent's
l7§. office.
18 ) 4. Five throat cultures performed at respondent's
19 office.
20 5. Psychotherapy performed at respondent's office as
214 follows:
29 a. August 19, 1977 1 1/2 hours
23 b. August 25, 1977 1 hour
24i c. Auéust 29, 1977 1 1/2 hours
25§ d.. August 31, 1977 1 1/2 hours
26i e. September 12, 1977 1 hour_
27 f. September 20, 1977 1 hour
S | 6.




1

5]

20

213

22

23

24

25

28

27
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COUNT 9:

COUNT 8:

Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the
following medical prucedures which were not rendered to HMedi=Catl
recipient B.M. - I.D. No. s

1. Three EKG‘s performed at réspondent's office,.

2. Thirteen blood withdrawals performed at
respondent‘s.office;

3; Eleven ur}nalysis performed at respondent®s
offiée,

4. Two T.B. skin tests performed at'requhdent's‘
cffice, |

5. Nine injections performed at respondent's office.

6. Two three-hour glucose £o1erance tests performed
at ;espondeht's office.

7. Seven throat cultures performed at respondent’'s

office.

Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the

following medical procedures which were not rendered to Medi-Cal

recipient R.S. - I.D. No. JneeuSEENRENE:

1.' Three EKG's performed at respondent's office.

2. , Five blood withdrawals performed at respondent's.

office.

3. Eleven urine samples performed at respondent's
office,.

4. Seven_throat cultures perférmed at respondent's
office.

S A et SN S a0 0 iNB e e e e o e e s eesen o
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[

[

[3))

20

21

22 |

1

23 1
24

25 |

26 i

27

8-72:

7/

5. One hour psychotherapy performed at respondent's

. office on the following dates:

a. July 11, 13, 15, 19, 22, 25 and 28, 1977
b. August 1, 4, 9, 12, 16 and 18, 1977.
COUNT 10;

Respondent falsely.billed the Medi—Cai Program for the :
following medical procedures which were not rehdeped to Medi-Cal
recipient L.S. - i.D, No. NGt

_l. Eighteen blood @ithdrawals performed at
respondent's office.

| 2. Twenty-three urine samples performed at
respondent's office.

3. Thirteen throat cultures perférmed at respondenﬁ's
office. | .

4. Ten BEKG's performed at responaent's office,

5. Ten hours of psychotherapy performed at
respondent's office on August 4, 16, 18, 22, 24, 26 and 31,
i977;'5eptember 2, 9 and 12, 1977. ' ;
COUNT 11¢ | | _ :
- Respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal Program for the§
following medical procedures yhich'were not rendered to-Medi—Cal g
recipient H.W. - I.D. No. CGea=NNRN c

1. Two three-hour glucose tolerance tests performed
at respondent's office.

2. Seventeen urine samples performed at respondent's

office.

et gt Ay e avenap s w . mepeewren st s e



3. Eight throat cultures performed at respondent's

2 cffice. -

3 i '4. Two three-hour glucose tolerance tests performed
4 i at respondent's office.

5§§ 5. Nine EKG's performed at respondent's office,.

ng 6. Eight hours of psychotherapy performed at"

7'? respondent’s office. |

5 f WHEREFORE, complaipant prays that the Division of

G : Medical Quality hold a hearing on the matters alleged herein.and
10 i following saiﬂ hearing issue a decision:

11 | 1. Revoking or suspending the certificate of
12 .  respondent. |

L3 ' 2. Taking such other and further action as it is
14 i deemed necessary and proper.

154 DATED: October 25, 1978 ’

16 | ' - .
b : ’ '

17 | _

: < ROBERT ROWLAND

18 | Executive Director :
! ' : Board of Medical Quality Assurance !
19 '

20

22
23 |
24 |

25

i e P - R P L

RT PAPER
E OF CALIFORNIA -
113 «REV A.722 ' R . i

osp




ATTACHMENT D




BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
- DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation )
Against: ;
ALFRED WEITUNG CHAQO, M.D. ) NO. D-2121
1863 La Loma ) -
Berkeley, California g N 10906
License No. A 30346 ;
Respondent.. ; :
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
DECISION

The attached Proposed Decision of the Administrative Law

Judge is hereby adopted by the Board of Medical Quality

Assurance ' as its Decision in the

above-entitled matter.

This Decision shall become effective on April 2, 1979 .

IT IS SO ORDERED _ March 1. 1979 .

OAH 15 (Rev. 6/76)



BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD_OF'MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation

Against:
ATLFRED WEITUNG CHAOQO, M.D; NO. D-2121
1863 La Loma

License No. A 30346

)
)
)
)
) .
Berkeley, California ) . N 10906
)
)
_ )
Respondent. )
)

. PROPOSED DECISION

This matter was heard before Stewart A. Judson, Adminis-
trative Law Judge, State of California, Office of Administrative
Hearings, - on Septemkber 5, 6 and December 5, 1978, at Los Banos,
California. :

The complainant was represented by Joel S. Primes,
Deputy Attorney General.

Alfred Weitung Chao, M.D., was represented by Ronald W.
Hansen, Esq., Canelo, Walker and Hansen, P. O. Box 2165, Merced,
. California 95340.

The following decision is provosed, certified and
recommended for adoption:

FINDINGS OF FACT

I

The Accusation was made by Robert Rowland in his official
‘capacity as the Executive Director of the Board of Medical Quality
. Assurance of the State of California (the Board).



11

Alfred W. Chao, M.D. (respondent) was issued Physician
and Surgeon Certificate No. A-30346 on August 20, 1976, by the
Board authorizing the practice of medicine and surgery in the
State of California. This license has been in full force and
effect since said date.

IIT

(a) Dexedrine (dextroamphetamine) is a dangerous -drug
within the meaning of Sections 4211 (c) and (k) of the Business
and Professions Code and a controlled substance under Schedulé IT,
Section 11055(d) (1) of the Health and Safety Code and Title 17,
Code of Federal Regulations, Section 1208.12(d) (1).

(b) Quaalude (methaqualone) is a dangerous drug within
the meaning of Sections 4211(a) and (k) of the Business and Profes-—
sions Code and Schedule III, Section 11056 (b) (6) of the Health and
Safety Code. As of January 1, 1977, Quaalude is a Schedule IT
controlled substance for prescription violations under Section :
11150.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Title II, Code of Federal
Regulations, Section 1308.12(e) (1). :

(c) Valium (diazepam) is a dangerous drug within the
meaning of Section 4211(k) of the Business and Professions Code
and, as of January 1, 1977, a Schedule IV controlled substance
" under Section 11150.5 of the Health and Safety Code and Title iv,
Code of Federal Regulations, Section 1308.14(b) (7).

(d) Dalmane (flurazepam hydrochloride) is a dangerous
drug within the meaning of Section 4211(a) of the Business and
Professions Code and, as of January 1, 1977, a Schedule IV con-

trolled substance under Section 11150.5 of the Health and Safety
Code and Title IV, Code of ‘Federal Regulations, Section 1308.14(b)(10),

FiRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
Iv
Respondent, without a medical indication or patholdégical
reason, prescribed the following medications to the following
patients: :

1. sSally Wedils (aka Louise Watkins)

June 23, 1977 -Dexedrine 5 mg tabs, 30, Rx

No. 667697
July 14, 1977 -Dexedrime 5 mg tabs, 30, Rx
: No. 189637

August 11, 1977-Dexedrine 5 mg, 50, Rx No. 190276
August 23, 1977-Dexedrine 5 mg, 50, Rx No. 190512



2. James Dube (aka Edward A. Ladd)

July 21, 1977 -Quaalude 300 mg, 20 Rx

No. 189785

July 27, 1977 -Dalmane 30 mg, 30, Rx
No. 189930

July 27, 1977 -Valium 10 mg, 100, Rx
No. 189931

August 23, 1977-Quaalude 150 mg, 20
3. Linda Pemim® (aka Linde Lane Kinney)

August'l6, 1977-Amphetamine 5 mg, 30,
. Rx No. 28576

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
A\
The matters found in Finding IV are incorporated herein.
VI
Respondent failed to make a record of each of the
following prescriptions for controlled substances in Schedule II
indicating the pathology and purpose for which the prescription
was issued:
l. Sally WA (aka Louise Watkins)
Rx No. 667697, June 23, 1977-Dexedrine 5 mg tabs
Rx No. 189637, July 14, 1977-Dexedrine 5 mg tabs
Rx No. 190276, August 11, 1977-Dexedrine 5 mg
Rx No. 190512, August 23, 1977-Dexedrine 5 mg
2. Linda P& (aka Linde Lane Kinney)

Rx Nolr 28576, August 16, 1977-Amphetamines 5 mg

THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
VII
The matters found in Finding IV are incorporated herein.
VIII
It was not established that on July 21, 1977, respondent

dispensed Valium or any other dangerous drug to James De® in a
sealed white. envelope.



FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

The matters found in Finding IV are incorporated herein.

Respondent,

IX

X

without a medical indication or

pathological reason, prescribed the following medications to the
following patients:

DATE

1/11/77

2/18/77
' 2/18/77
3/4/77

3/9/77

3/9/77

3/9/77

3/9/77

3/9/77

~3/9/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

PATIENT

Ora ST

Madison WYy

Theresa Feill

DRUG " QUANTITY Rx#
Ritalin 10 mg. 100 24146
Quaalude 300 mg. 100 661416
Ritalin 20 mg. 100 661415
Ritalin 20 mg. 30 662212
Ritalin 20 mg. 50 25336
Quaalude 300 mg. 50 25335
Ritalin 20 mg. 50 25334
Quaalude 300 nmg. 50 25333
Quaalude 300 mg. 50 25337
Ritalin 20 mg. 50 25338
Ritalin 20 mg. 50 320701
Quaalude 300 mg. 50 320700
Ritalin 20 mg. 50 186451
Quaalude 300 mg. 50 186450



DATE

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

| 3/11/717

3/11/77.

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

PATIENT

Herbert Hegume?
]

Eagle Hotel, S. F.

Hal Oofhmep

Eagle Hotel, S. F.

" 1

Preston Jecuug

Oaklan!

William S

F.
James W imge
S. F.
Cole HENEE
S. F.

Eliz. WA

Sacramento

DRUG

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude BOO'mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300'mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.
Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

QUANTITY  Rx#
50 25398
50 320703

50 25396
50 662630
50 186453
50 186452
50 25397
50 320703
50 186455
50 186454
50 320697
50 320699
50 320698
50 186462
50 186461
50 662608



DATE

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/11/77

3/14/77

3/14/77

3/14/77

3/14/77

3/15/77

3/14/77

5/23/77

6/30/77

7/25/77

7/29/77

8/10/77
8/22/77

PATIENT

Colleen Nimsissey
sS. F. -
n "

Gloria Dl

S. F.

|

L1 "

Lucis Wil

S." F.

Arctlic Besmsllle
. 2

5. F.

Edward MEENS
S

Ss. F

Hester WS

Sherman Dol

S. F.

Alvin My

Georc‘e BOug

L.os Banos

Roy J sl
—_—_

Hester Wil

DRUGG

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Ritalin 20 mg.

Dextro-Amphetamine
5 mg. :

Ritalin 20 mg.

Amphetamine

Quaalude 300 mg.

Quaalude 300 mg.

Dextro-Amphetamine
5 mg.

QUANTITY  Rx#
30 662603
50 186460
50 662606
30 662605
" 30 25415
30 25414
30 25413
30 186500
30 27914
50 ° 186499 -
12 188298
20 27621
30 669017
30 28236
30 28460
28672



SPECTAL FINDINGS
XTI

1. Respondent is 30 years old. He obtained his MD in
1975 from Rush Medical College, Chicago, Illinois. He was one of
three students in his class to be accepted into a three- year
-accelerated program.

2. Respondent underwent further training in internal
medicine at MLK Hospital in Los Angeles, California. In September,
1976, he came to Los Banos, California, at the invitation of local
phy51Clans who were concerned over the lack of primary care physicians
in the area. Respondent éentered private practice and in March, 1977,
acquired the practice of a departing local physician.

3. In no case, with respect to the patients described
in Finding IV, did respondent establish a bona fide physician-
patient relationship prior to prescribing the indicated drugs.

4. 1In no case, with respect to the patients described
in Finding X, did respondent establish a bona fide physician-
patient relationship prior to prescribing the indicated drugs.

5. On August 23, 1977, respondent issued a prescription
for James Deie (aka Edward Ladd) at the request of Sally Wyismme
(aka Louise Watkins). D« had not visited or seen respondent
that day.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
I

A violation of Section 11154 of the Health and Safety
Code was established. Cause for disciplinary action exists under
Sections 2399.5, 2391.5 and 2361(a) in conjunction with Section
2360 of the Business and Professions Code.

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
IT
A violation of Section 11190 of the Health and Safety
Code was established. Cause for disciplinary action exists under

Sections 2391.5 and 2361 in conjunction with Sectlon 2360 of the
Business and Professions Code.



THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
ITT
A violation of Section 4228 of the Business and Professions
Code was not established. Cause for disciplinary action does not
exist under Sections 2360, 236l(a) 2391.5. and 4228 of said Code.
FOURTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION
Iv
Violations of Section 11154 of the Health and Safety Code
were established. Cause for disciplinary action exists under
Sections 2399.5, 2391.5 and 2361(a) in conijunction with Section 23690
of the Business and Professions Code.
SPECIAL DETERMINATION
\Y

Consideration has been given to respondent s lack of
professional experience.

ORDER

1. Certificate No. A-30346 of Alfred Weitung Chao, M.D.,
is revoked in accordance with Determinations I, II and IV, separately
.and severally.

2. Revocation shall be stayed, and respondent shall be
placed on probation to the Division of Medical Quality (the Division)
for a period of five (5) years upon the following conditions:

(a) Respondent's certificate shall be "
suspended for a period of sixty (60) days from
the effective date of this Decision.

(b): Respondent shall be prohibited from
administering, dispensing and prescribing or
otherwise handling controlled substances and
narcotics. designated as such in Schedules II and
ITI for a period of three (3) years from the
effective date of this Decision. Respondent
shall surrender his federal DEA registration and
renew the same only as to Schedules IV and V no
later than the effective date of this Decision.

(c) Within thirty (30) days from the
effective date of this Decision, respondent
shall submit to the Division, for its approval,



a continuing education course in pharmacology.
Respondent must enroll and successfully complete
this course, with notice of successful completion
provided to the Division by the school; within
the first year of probation. :

(d) Respondent is prohibited from engaging
in solo practice for a period of three (3) years
from the effective date of this Decision. Prior
to engaging in any practice of medicine and-surgery,
respondent shall submit to the Division, and receive
its prior approval, a plan of practice limited to
a supervised, structured environment in which
respondent's activities will be overseen and
supervised by at least one other physician.

(e) Respondent shall obey all federal, state
and local laws and regulations governlng the practice
of medicine in California.

(f) Respondent shall submit quarterly declara-
tions under penalty of perjury on forms provided
by the Division indicating whether there has been
compliance with all the conditions of probation.
The first such declaration shall be submitted on
further notice from the Division.

(g) Respondent shall comply and cooperate
with the Division's probation surveillance :program.

(h) Within ninety (90) days of the effective
date of this Dec¢ision, a medical consultant for
the Division will send respondent written notice of
the time, date and place for an initial interview
to discuss the conditions of probation. Respondent
shall report in person to the medical consultant
as requested and, during the period of probation,
shall appear for subsequent interviews to be held
at least once per calendar year, as dlrected by the
medical consultant or by the Division.

(i) In the event respondent should leave
California to reside or practice outside the State,
respondent shall notify the Division of the dates
of departure and return. Periods of residency or
practice outside California will not apply to the
reduction of the probationary period.

(j) Should respondent violate any of the
conditions of probation in -any respect, ‘the
Division, after providing respondent with notice



and an opportunity to be heard, may set aside the
stay order-and impose. the revocation of respondent's
certificate or take such other action as it deems
appropriate in accordance with the law.

(k) Upon successful completion of the term
of probation, respondent's certificate will be
fully restored.

3. The Third Cause for Disciplinary Action is dismissed.

STEWART A. JUDSON
Administrative Law Judge

DATED: January 3, 1979

SAJ:LHJ
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. BEFORE THE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation
Against:

ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D. NO. D-2293
520 W, "I" Street

Los Banos, California N 10906

Respondént.

)
)
)
)
)
)
i
)
License No. A 30346, ;
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

 DECISION

The attached Proposed Decision of the Administrative Law

Judge is hereby adopted by the Board of Medical Quality

Assurance - as 1ts Decision in the

above-entitled matter.

This Decision shall become effective on oy 18, 1979 .

IT IS SO ORDERED ' April 18, 1979 . R

ANg

e —
-A. DAVID AELR_AD, M.D.
Secretary-Sreasurer

OAH 15 (Rev. 6/76)



BEFORE THE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNTIA

In the Matter of the Accusation
Against:

ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D.
520 W. "I" Street

)

)

)

) . .

) NO. D-2293
Los Banos, California )
o )
)
)
)
)

N 10906
License No. A 30346, o

Respondent;

PROPOSED DECISION

This matter was consolidated for hearing with a Second
Supplemental Accusation, No. D-2121, filed by the Board of
. Medical Quality Assurance and thereafter heard before Robert
S. Kendall, Administrative Law Judge, State of California,
 Office of Administrative Hearings, on December 20, 21 and 22,
1978, in Los Banos, California. The record remained open for
inclusion of certain written matters agreed to between counsel
at .the hearing which were received and.marked for identification on
January 9 and February 28, 1979. On February 22, 1979, the
record was reopened on motion of Mr. Primes on behalf of the
Board of Medical Quality Assurance to permit certain technical
amendments to the title of its accusation herein. Thereafter,
the matter stood submitted on March 1, 1979.

The Department of Health Services and the Board of
Medical Quality Assurance, Division of Medical Quality, were
represented by Joel S. Primes, Deputy Attorney General.

Respondent Alfred Ghéo, M.D}, who was present at all
sessions, was represented by Ronald Hansen, Attorney at Law,-
548 West 21st Street, Merced, California.

Accordingly, the feollowing decision is proposed, certi-
fied and recommended for adoption:



FINDINGS OF FACT

I

Robert Rowland, Executive Director of the Board of
Medical Quality Assurance, made the allegations in the Accu-
sation in his official capacity and not otherwise.

IT

On August 20, 1976, respondent Alfred Chao, M.D., was
issued Physicians and Surgeons Certificate A-30346 by the Board
of Medical Quality Assurance; at all times herein pertinent,
that Certificate was, and is, in force. : '

I11

Respondent at all times herein pertinent, is and was a
provider of services under the California Medical Assistance
Program (Medi-Cal) and is, and was, qualified to submit claims
for medical services rendered eligible to be reimbursed therefor
by the. State of California through its fiscal intermediary agency:
California Blue Shield (Blue Shield). Respondent was and is
assigned Medi-Cal Vendor No. GWNSNENR. At all times herein
pertinent, respondent submitted certain service claims to Blue
Shield while engaged in the practice of medicine as a family
practitioner in Los Banos,. which contained, inter alia, charges
for certain medical services certified as having been rendered
by him (or members of his office staff) for certain Medi-Cal
beneficiaries hereafter named.

Iv

JANES_CON

a) Between June 21 and September 15, 1977, respondent
treated this patient, inter alia, for allergic dermatitis,
atopic dermatitis, and acute rhinitis.:

, b) Between these dates, respondent submitted to Blue
Shield certain medical-service claims for professional services
claimed to have been performed in his office for this patient:



5 Electrocardiograms (EKGs)

9 Urinalyses

5 Throat cultures

3 Blood withdrawais.for blood Eesting

It was‘established that neither respondent, nor his
employees, had performed the following services for this patient
during that period despite billing Blue Shield for them:

3 Electrocardiograms (EKGs)

8 Urinalyses |

5 Thfoat cultures

3 'Blood Withdrawals performance of blood for tests

\Y

FLORENCE DUl

a) Between April 18 and September 20, 1977, respondent
treated this patient for a urinary tract infection, duodenal
ulcer, probable reflex esophagitis; costochondritis, rhinitis,
congestive heart failure, anxiety neurosis, pylomphritis, pulmo-
nary congestion; hematuria, proteinuria, pneumonia and embolus
hypertensive heart disease, and essential hypertension; as set
out in Service Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein respondent,
inter alia, claimed for professional services rendered in his
offices: ’

13 EKGs
17 Urinalyses
- 11 Throat cultures
2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests

2 1-hour psychotherapy sessions



14 Blood withdrawals for perfofmance of blood
Ctests

\

b) It was established that neither respondent, nor
his employees, had during this time period, performed, or
caused to be performed for the patient certain of the services
or tests above set out, despite the fact these were certified
to Blue Shield as having been performed in respondent's office:

2 EKGs allegedly performed on August 19, and 23,
1977

4 Urinaiyses

14 Blood withdrawals for blood tests
9 Throat.cultures

2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests

2 1-hour psychotherapy sessions allegedly performed
on August 26, and September 20, 1977. '

VI
FLOYD J 4

a) Between April 12 and September 30, 1977, respondent
treated this patient for numerous complaints including, inter
alia, lumbago, otitis media, acute rhinitis, probable angina,
duodenal ulcer, pulmonary infarction, sinus tachycardia, derma-
titis, acute pharyngitis, sjbBgrens Syndrome, uremia, acute bron-
chitis, insomnia, and hypatunegaly (sic); as set out in Service
Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein respondent claimed pay-
ment for professional services rendered in his office and the
hospital:

8 EKGs
18 Urinalyses
6 Throat cultures

12 Blood withdrawals for performance of blood tests



6 Hospital visits in August, 1977

1 Office visit on July 29, 1977, where an EKG
and urinalysis was allegedly performed

b). It was established that neither respondent, nor
his employees, had in fact, during this time period performed,
or caused to be performed for the patient certain of the
services or tests above set out, despite the fact these were
certified to Blue Shield as having been performed in respondent's
office or by respondent at hospital: '

6 EKGs. It is found only two such tests were made
on May 12, 1977 and June 22, 1977, respectively,
as established in Exhibits 9 and 4. '

17 Urinalyses

4 Throat cultures

12 Blood withdrawals

4 . Hospital visits in August, 1977
1 Office visit on July 29, 1977

It was established that on July 29, respondent's appoint-.
ment book (Exhibit 6), Patient Notes (Exhibit 9), Office Charge '
Slips (Exhibit B), EKG Book (Exhibit 4) and Laboratory records
(Exhibit Q) do not contain any entries, whereby it can be sub-
stantiated this patient came to respondent's office that day,
or on the day preceding, or following that day.

VII

LILY J :

a) Between March 31 and September 22, 1978, respondent
treated this patient for numerous complaints including inter alia,
essential hypertension, exogenous obesity, sinus tachycardia,
gastroenteritis, pyuria, migraine headache, erronic pylophritis;



muscular debilitation

(R/0 dyptoria), acute pharyngitis, anemia,

diabetes mellitis, pulmonary edema, probable pleurisy, hiatal
hernia, and costochondritis: all as set out in Service Reports
submitted to Blue Shield, wherein respondent claimed payment

for
18

10

15

12

b)

professional services rendered in his office:

Urinalyses

Throat cultures

3-hour glucose tolerance tests
1-hour psychotherapy sessions
Tubercﬁlosis skin tests:

Blood withdrawals for performance
of blood tests

EKGs

It was established that neither respondent, nor his

employees, had in fact, during this time period performed or
caused to be performed for the patient certain of the services
or tests above set out, despite the fact these were certified
to Blue Shield as having been performed in respondent's office:

10
10
4
3
2

12

7

It
having

been performed

September 13, 1977, were,

Urinalysés

Throat cultures

Glucose tolerance tests, 3-hours
l-hour psychotherapy sessions
Tuberculosis skin-tests

Blood withdrawals for performance of blood
tests -

EKGs

is found only those EKGs set out in Exhibit 4 as

on May 18, June 3, July 14, August 12 and
in fact, actually performed.



c) It is found that despite some minor contradictions
concerning the numbers and frequencies of certain tests alleged-
ly administered to this witness by respondent and alluded to
in her statement given to a Department of Health Services in-
vestigator in December, 1977, and her testimony at a preliminary
hearing held in September, 1978, as well as her testimony at
the hearing herein, witness Lily JElllllQ's testimony was credible
and inherently trustworthy. ' '

VIII

ROY A. J U :

Between May 3 and September 21, 1978, respondent treated
this patient for complaints which included, inter alia, migraine
headaches, acute pharyngitis, bursitis, insomnia, neurasthenia,
angina pectoris, hyperrhydosis (sic), aniso-poikileaytosis (sic),
thrombocytopenia, heart murmer, hyperhydiosis, anemia, brachy-
cardia, urinary incontenence, peptic ulcer, and dermatitis; all
as set out in Service Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein
respondent claimed payment for professional services rendered in
his office including:

12 EKGs

19 Urinalyses

17 Blood withdrawals for blood tests

11 Throat cultures

11 Injections

3 1l-hour psychotherapy sessions

2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests

b) It waé established that neither respondent, nor his
employees, had in fact, during this time period performed, or
caused to be performed for the patient certain of the services

or tests above set out, despite the fact these were certified
to Blue Shield as having been performed in respondent's office:



7 EKGs. It is found only those EKGs set out in

' Exhibit 4 and 11, as having been performed on
April 22, June 25, July 11, August 1 and August
5, 1977, were in fact actually performed.

14 Urinalyses

8 Blood withdrawals for blood tests

10 Throat cultures

6 Injections

3 1l-hour psychotherapy sessions

2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests

'c) It is found that despite minor contradictions in
his testimony at the hearing concerning the numbers and fre-
quencies of certain’of the above tests and procedures in a
statement given to a Department of Health Service investigator
in December, 1977; and his testimony at a preliminary hearing
. in September, 1978; and his testimony at the hearing, witness
Roy JEM»'s testimony was credible and inherently trustworthy.

IX

LEROY MY

a) Between April 29 and September 20, 1977, respondent
treated this patient for complaints including, inter alia, ad-

+ vanced spondylitis of cervical spine, left ventricular hyper-

throphy, atrial fibrillation, phlebitis, acute pharyngitis,

~ heart murmer, probable angina pectoris, sciatica, organic brain
syndrome, schizophrenic reaction, and probable diabetes mellitus; .
as set out in Service Reports submitted to Blue Shield, wherein
respondent claimed payment for professional services rendered
in his office: ‘ '

8 EKGs
9 Urinalyses

5 Throat cultures



1 3-hour glucose toleradnce test

3 1l-hour psychotherapy sessions

3 1%-hour psychotherapy sessions

4 Blood withdrawals for_blood'tests

b) - It was established that neither respondent, nor
his employees, had in fact, during this time period performed,
or caused to'be performed for the patient, certain of the

services or tests above set out, despite the fact these were
certified to Blue Shield as having been performed. '

> EKGs. It is found only those EKGs set out
in Exhibit 4 and/or Exhibit 13, as having been

performed on April 20, June 23 and September 20,
1977 were, in fact, actually performed.

8  Urinalyses

4 Throat culfures

1 3-hour glucose tolerance test

3 1l-hour psychotherapy sessions

3 1%-hour psychotherapy sessions

4 Blood withdrawals for:blood tests

c¢) It is found this patient was never in respondent's
office for more than 30 minutes in any visit, and on all visits,
- never spent more than 10 to 15 minutes with respondent personally
in direct contact. It is therefore found that neither the 3-hour
glucose tolerance tests nor the psychotherapy sessions could have
been received by the patient as billed for by respondent to Blue
‘Shield. : ' :

X

BEATRICE MUEN:

a) Between June 14 and September 7, 1977, respondent



treated this patient for complaints including inter alia, petit
mal seizure, renal disease, sinus tachycardia, duedenal ulcer,
S/P cholecystectomy, malabsorption syndrome, acute pharyngitis,
diabetes mellitus, pancreatitis - pseudocyst, menopausal syn-
drome, chronic anxiety neurosis, and anemia; as set out in
Service Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein respondent
claimed payment for professional services rendered in his office: -

10 EKGs
11 TUrinalyses
9 Throat cultures
2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests
4 1-hour psychotherapy sessions
3 T.B. skin tests
1. Pap smear
10 Injections
14 Blood withdrawals for blood tests
b) It was established that neither respondent, nor his.
employees, had in fact, during this time period performed, or
‘caused to be performed for the patient certain of the services
or tests above set out, despite the fact these were certified
to Blue Shield as having been performed in respondent's office:
5 EKGs. It is found only those EKGs set out
in Exhibit 14 and Exhibit 4, as having been
performed on June 14, 16, July 8, 11 and August 2,
1977, were, in fact, actually performed.
7 Urinalyses
6 Throat cultures

2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests

10.



4 l-hour psychotherapy sessions
3 T.B. skin tests

c) It is found this patient was never in respondent's
office for a period longer than one-half hour. It is therefore
found that no 3-hour glucose tolerance tests, or l-hour psycho-
therapy sessions could have been received by the patient.

d) It is found that despite minor contradictions con-
cerning the numbers and frequencies of certain of the above
tests and procedures allegedly received by this patient contained
in a statement given to a Department .of Health Services investi-
gator in December, 1977; her testimony at a preliminary hearing
in September 1978, and her testimony at the hearing, witness
Beatrice M.'s testimony was credible and inherently trust-
worthy.

X1

RUBY S M

a) Between April 5, 1977 and August 17, 1977, respondent
treated this patient for complaints including, inter alia, Raynaud's
disease and/or phenomena, rhinitis, Scheroderma, S/P arm sympa-
thectomy, uremia, R/O Sympathectomy (thoracic), UPTN heart dis-
ease, B12 deficiency, and acute phasygitis; as set out in Service
Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein respondent claimed pay-
ment for professional services rendered in his office and in the
hospital: V :

3 EKGs
11 Urinalysés

9 Thréat cultures

2 l-ﬁou; psychotherapy sessions
1 Pap smear

4 Blood withdrawals for testing

5 Hospital visits between August 19-23, 1977

11.



o

b) It was established that neither respondent, nor
his employees, had in fact, during this time period performed,
or caused to be performed for the patient, certain of the
services or tests above set out, despite the fact these were
certified to Blue Shield as having been performed:

2 EKGs. It is found only those EKGs set out in
Exhibits 15 and 4 as having been performed on
June 28 were in fact,. actually performed.

10 Urinalyses

7 Throat cultures

2 1l-hour psychotherapy sessions

1 Pap smear

4 Blood withdrawals for testing

3 Hospitél visits between August 19 - 23, 1977

¢) It is found this patient was never in respondent's
direct presence in his office or in the hospital for any period
longer than one-half hour. It is therefore found the two one-
hour psychotherapy ‘sessions billed for could not have been re-
ceived by the patient.

-d) It is found that despite minor contradictions con-
cerning the numbers and frequencies of certain of the above tests
and procedures allegedly received by this patient in a statement
given to a Department of Health Service Investigator in December,
1977; her testimony at a Preliminary hearing in September, 1978,
and her testimony at the hearing, witness Ruby SEEp's testi-
mony was credible and inherently trustworthy, :

XTI

LOUISE sS4l
a) Between April 5, 1977 and September 2, 1977, re-

spondent treated this patient for complaints including, inter

alia, torticollis, pharyngitis, diabetes mellitis, essential

12,



hypertension, heart murmur, melena, bleeding ulcer, anemia,
pyelonephritis, palpitation; congestive heart failure, meno-
pausal syndrome, ectopic beats, thrombophlebitis, R/O pulmonary
embolus, schizophrenia, lumbago, depressive anxiety, erisypelas;
as set out in Service Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein
respondent claimed payment for professional services rendered
in his office:

14 EKGs
25 Urinalyses
14 Throat cultures
19 Blood withdrawals for tests.
7 Psychotherapy sessions (3 of 1-hour duration)
1 3-hour glucosé tolerance tests
b) It was established that neither respondent, nof his
employees, had in fact, during this time period performed, or
caused to be performed for the patient certain of the services
or tests above set out, despite the fact these were certified
to Blue Shield as having been performed: '
10 EKGs. It is found only those EKGs set out
in Exhibit 16 as having been performed on
April 20, May 3, June 9 and August 1, 1977,
were, in fact, actually performed.
23 Urinalyses
12 Throat cultures
10 Blood withdrawals
7 Psychotherapy sessions (3 of 1-hour duration)
' c¢) 1t is found this patient was never in respondent's
presence either in his office or in the hospital for a period

longer than that required to insert acupuncture needles .in the
witness' body. Respondent would return approximately 30 minutes

13.



thereafter to remove the needles. It is found that respondent
never discussed with this witness her medical, general health,
emotional, or mental problems or conditions longer than ten
minutes on any occasion she was in his office. It is therefore
found no psychotherapy sessions of any nature or length were-
had with this patient by respondent. ' '

d) It is true that there were contradictions between
this witness' testimony at the hearing; her statement to the
Department of Health Services investigators a year earlier, and
~ her testimony at the preliminary hearing in September, 1978,
concerning the number and frequency of the tests and procedures
performed on her. However, it is clear from the witness' testi-
money that while "some' blood samples were taken, she clearly re-
called at the hearing ''nowhere near 18" were taken during the
entire period in question. This witness' statements concerning
EKGs given her wherein at preliminary hearing, she recalled
""possibly six to seven' performed by respondent's office nurse,
is not seriously compromised by her testimony at the hearing
that three EKGs were performed in respondent's office. A review
of Exhibit 16 (patient records) indicates four EKGs were per-
formed on this patiént in respondent's office, while two additional
tests were performed in the hospital. '

Similarly, this witness' testimony, concerning her re-
collection of the number of times she left urine samples, or
had throat cultures, is also found to be inherently trustworthy
and credible. '

XIII

HESTER W EREERNN :

a) Between April 5, 1977 and September 29, 1977, re-
spondent treated this patient for complaints including, inter
alia, sinus tachycardia, foreign body in right eye; statis (sic)
car accident injuries, palpitation; anxiety neurosis, oral '
mucosal infection, sciatica, manic depressive neurosis, macro-
cytic anemia, Wegener's granutomatosis; as set out in Service
Reports submitted to Blue Shield wherein respondent claimed pay-
ment for professional services rendered in his office:

14,



15 EKGs ‘

20 »Ufinalyses

9 Throat cultures

8 1-hour psychotherapy sessions
2 .3-hour glucose tolerance tests
16 Blood withdrawals for tests

'b) It was established that neither respondent, nor his
employees, had:-in fact, during this time period performed or
caused to be performed for the patient certain of the services
or tests above set out, despite the fact these were certified
to Blue Shield as having been performed:

8 EKGs. It is found only those EKGs shown by
Exhibits 17 and 4 as having been per formed
on April 15, May 24, June 3, 21 and 29, August
3 and September 21, were, in fact, actually
performed.

17 Urinalyses

6 Throat cultures

8 1-hour psychotherapy sessions
2 3-hour glucose tolerance tests
13 Blood withdrawals for tests

c) It is found this patient was never in respondent's
office, or in his presence in his office, for a period longer
than 30 winutes at any visit. It is found that respondent did
- not diseuss -with this patient at any time either her emotional
or mental problems, state of mind or well-being. It is also -
found therefrom that no 3-hour glucose tolerance tests could
have been performed on this patient; nor l-hour psychotherapy
sessions accomplished.

d) While this witness' memory and testimony concerning

the number and frequency of the tests and procedures performed
on her by respondent during the periods in question was to some

15.



extent contradictory, it is clear, and it is hereby found,
that the witness' recollection of events was sufficient and
accurate enough to support her testimony and recollection

that neither respondent nor his staff had performed the number
of EKGs, urinalyses, blood withdrawals, etc., alleged to have
been performed upon her during the period.

XTIV

No evidence was offered in connection with the alle-
gations contained in Count 6 of the Accusation.

XV

a) It is true, that in numerous incidents involving
service reports billings for many of the named patients during
the time span set out, Blue Shield either refused payment of
the services billed; or alternatively in some instances, reduced
or reclassified certain of the service designations before
making payment thereon. )

b) It is true that in many instances, respondent, or
his staff apparently initiated charge tags (Exhibit B) setting
forth certain services allegedly rendered to certain of these
patients during the periods here in issue, which charges were
not thereafter billed to Blue Shield. It is not thereby estab-
lished that respondent is entitled to a "set off'" credit of un-
billed services; nor is it found that because these tags exist
the services shown on them'were, in fact, actually performed
for the particular patient in that there is no corroboration
thereof in the individual patient's records, the EKG log block,
laboratory records, or patient appointment books, all kept by
respondent and his staff.

c) Respondent's testimony that of the-results of 3~hour

 glucose tolerance tests, only the first test result, taken at

30 minutes, and, in some cases, the second taken 1 hour after
ingestion of glucose, were of any medical significance or use
to him for his own diagnostic purposes; and that therefore he
needed to take no other periodic tests thereafter, is found to .
be untrustworthy and not credible. This testimony by respondent
was not supported by expert or any other evidence or testimony
which would support respondent's contention. It was established

16.



that in no instance was any patient alleged to have been given
3-hour glucose tolerance tests instructed to fast or restrict
diet prior to.coming to the office before the alleged tests.

It was established that certain of respondent's patients here-

in named were sent to the hospital by respondent for performance
of 3-hour glucose tolerance -tests, and were given prior in-
structions by respondent or his staff to fast before reporting to
the hospital. ' '

d) Respondent's testimony that in many instances,
where certain EKG charges were initiated on Service Reports
for particular patients during the stated periods, short ''test
strips' were made in lieu of full and complete EKGs and that
these test strips were adequate for his diagnostic and treatment
purposes, is found untrustworthy, not credible and unsuppor ted
by any other evidence.

Detailed review of Exhibits. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17 and 4 (individual patient's medical records and EKG log)
fail to substantiate respondent's contention in this regard,
While full EKG tracings are contained in many patients' files,
none of these records contain 'test strips,' nor do the physician's
notes in said patient's files make reference to "test strip"
indication or results.

e) It was established that respondent's only training
in psychotherapy is limited to that received by him routinely
at medical school. He has had no special or extended training
'in psychotherapy. :

While it is true respondent, -from time to time discussed
with certain of his patients particular aspects of their medical
problems, it was established that, in no instance, did respondent
~actually conduct a formal psychotherapy session with any of these

patients. ‘ :

. f) It was established that respoﬁdent had opened a small
laboratory in his office where he personally performed laboratory
tests on specimens taken from his patients for various diagnostic

and treatment purposes.
It is found there is a near total lack of any recordation,A

_ entries, or notes, in Exhibits 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16
and 17 (the patient's records) setting out that certain tests -

17.



were considered by respondent to be indicated; that these tests
were thereafter performed, and what results were obtained, if
.any, from the tests allegedly performed on the samples taken
from the patient.

~ Respondent testified that it was his practice to enter
all laboratory test results on Exhibit Q; and that he only '
placed a particular patient's name in Exhibit Q when a given.
test result had some medical significance to him. It is true
that on many dates test result entries for certain patients are
contained in Exhibit Q. It was also established that the
patients' notes and patients' appointment books (or either, or
both in many instances) do not indicate that respondent saw that
patient on the day the sample or specimen was allegedly taken or
that if he did, he did not indicate in his patients' notes the
requirement for that particular test, or that the specimen had
been taken,’ or what results, positive or negative, had ensued.

DETERMINATION OF ISSUES

s

I

The matters set forth in Findings of Fact 1V, V, Vi,
V1iI, VIIi, IX, X, XI, XII, XIII, and X1V, and each of these,
establish respondent falsely billed the Medi-Cal program fiscal
intermediary between March 1 .and- September 30, 1977, for pro-
fessional services allegedly performed for certain Medi-Cal
beneficiaries, when in fact, said services had not been rendered
or performed; and when respondent knew, or should have known,
said services had not been rendered or performed; all in vio-
lation of Welfare and Institutions Code Section 14123, and
California Administrative Code, Title 22, Sections 51452, 51420 and
51485, ' ‘

Therefore, grounds for suspension or revocation: of re-
spondent's license for unprofessional conduct exist pursuant to
the provisions of Business and Professions Code Sectionst2360
- and 2361(e) for commission of acts involving dishonesty in course
of his professional activities. '

II
The matters set forth in Findings of Fact v, v, vI, .
VII, VIII, IX, X, XI, XII, XIII, and X1V, and each of these,

establish respondent has knowingly made and signed, and causéd
_ J

18,



to be made and to be signed on his behalf,ﬂcertificates, or other
documents, directly and indirectly related to the practice of
medicine which falsely represented the existence or non-existence
of a state of facts, thus has been guilty of unprofessional con-
duct, :

Therefore, grounds for suspension or revocation of re-
spondent's license for unprofessional conduct exist pursuant to
the provisions of Business and Professions Code Sections 2411,
2360 and 2361. ' ‘

ORDER

The License No. A 30346 of respondent Alfred Weitung
Chao, M.D. to practice in California is hereby revoked.

ROBERT S. KENDALL -
Administrative Law Judge

DATED: March 9, 1979.

RSK:rs
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BEFORE THE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFATIRS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Petition for
Reinstatement of Revoked Certificate
of:

)

)

)

' A )

ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D. )

4026 Harvest Hill Road, Apt. 1043 )
Dallas, Texas 75734 ) L.-24941

' )

)

)

)

)

)

)

3

License No. A 30346,

Petitioner.

DECISTON

This matter came on regularly for hearing on August 14,
1981, at 1:30 p.m., at Irvine, California, before a quorum of a
.panel of the Medical Quality Review Committee, District 13, con-
sisting of George Derry, M.D., acting as chairman, Lloyd Carnahan,
M.D., Ronald Cohen, M.D., Donald Ogilvie, D.C., and Ina Bliss. Willis
Mevis, Administrative Law- Judge of the Office of Administrative Hearings
presided. Barry Ladendorf, Deputy Attorney General, represented the
Attorney General. The. respondent appeared in person and represented
himself without further representation. Evidence was received. The
matter was considered in executive session. The pranel makes the
following findings of fact.

v

I

On August 20, 1976, respondent Alfred Chao, M.D. was 1ssued
Phy51c1an and Surgeon Certificate A-30346 by the Board.

IT

On April 2, 1979, respondent's certificate was revoked for
violation of the Health and Safety Code. The revocation was stayed
and respondent placed on five years probation upon certain terms and
conditions. Thereafter, the Merced County Superior Court stayed said
decision. Said stay is still in effect.

IIT

On May 18, 1979, the Board revoked the respondent's certi-
flcate for acts of dlshonesty, Medi-Cal billing and false representatlon



v

On or about August 5, 1981, respondent filed a Petition
for Reinstatement of Revoked Certificate. The petition is now
pending:

v

Since his revocation, respondent has served at Sinai .
Hospital of Baltimore as an assistant resident; at South Baltimore
Hospital as a medical intern; and at Good Samaritan Hospital,
Baltimore, Maryland; and at Prince George's General Hospital,
Cheverly, Maryland as a medical residency; all for relatively
brief periods of time. He is now employed in a ‘non-medical
capacity in Dallas, Texas.

VI-

Respondent, when time was available, has sought to read
material on management. The lack of such knowledge he feels led -
in part to his dlsc1p11ne ‘

VII

The- panel does not find that respondent has demonstrated:
sufficient rehabilitation at this time.

In conjunction with any future application for reinstate—
ment the panel recommends that the respondent include with such _
application the report of examination, progress, and treatment of
the respondent by an independent psychiatrist or other gualified
person satlsfactory to the Board or its medical consultant.

VITI

Respondent's current address is 4026 Harvest Hill Road,
Apt. 1043, Dallas, Texas. 75234.

* * * * *

Pursuant to the foreg01ng findings of fact, the panel of
the Medlcal Quality Review Committee, District 13, makes the following
determination of issues:

, Good grounds were not established by respondent to establish
rehabilitation sufficient to grant his petition for relnstatement of
revoked certificate.



WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

The petition for reinstatement of Alfred Weitung Chao,
M.D. is denied.

This Decision shall become effective on October 15, 1981

'SO ORDERED  September 15, 1981

DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE

By/qéé%f/cz#' 22%7 WQ'

GEORGE DERRY, M.D., '#hairman
Panel, District 13

WM:ss
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BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
BOARD CF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURAMNCE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AIFAIRE 1 .
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
In the Matter of the Petitioh for
Reinstatement of Revoked Certifi-

cate and Modification of Probatlon
of:

N
i

ALFRED W. CHAO, NO. L-32011

Respdndent.

)
)
)
)
),
)
)
)
)

DECISION

This matter came on regularly to be heard before a
guorum of a panel of a Medical Quality Review Committee, at
Los Angeles, California on May 4, 1984. The panel consisted
of the following persons: -

Thomas M. Heric, M.D., Ph.D. (Chairman)
Augusta Sanders, R.N.

Bernice Watkins (Public Member)

Paul Hirsch, M.D.

Ronald Arias (Public Member)

Dorothy' Rosenthal, M.D.

Dymus Lawrence, M.D.

P. M. Hogan, Administrative Law Judge of the Office of Administra-
tive Hearings, presided at the public hearings conducted bv the
panel, but did not par;1c1bate in the panel's deliberations

and dec151ons. : '

"The Attorney General was represented bv Earl R. Plowman,
.Deputy Attorney General. Respondent, Alfred W. Chao, appeared
prersonally and was represented by Tom Hughes, attornev at law.

Evidence, both oral and documentary was presented, and
the matter was submitted for decision. The matter was considered
in executive session. _The panel makes its findings of fact,
determination of issues and renders its decision as follows:



I

Respondent's license was revoked by the Division on’
May 18, 1979 upon a finding that respondent committed acts
involving dishonesty in the course of his professional
activities by submission of false Medi-Cal billings. In a prior
disciplinary actlon, respondent had been vlaced on probation to
the Division for prescribing controlled substances in the absence
of a good faith medital examination.

II

: Respondent has filed a petition for reinstatment of
his revoked certlflcate and for modification of probation.

III

A previous petition for reinstatment filed. by
respondent was denied with a recommendation that any subseguent
petition contain a report of psychological testing and
examination. The instant petition contains such report, which,
on the whole, is a positive evaluation.

Iv

It is evident that respondent sincerelv desires
to pursue his medical career. Since his certificate was revoked
- he has worked as an intern and in a variety of research and
training positions. He has also had extensive continuing medical
education. ' -

* * * * *

DETERMINATION OF ISSULS

Respondent has established that his petition for
reinstatement may be granted upon proper terms and conditions
as hereinafter set forth pursuant to oectlon 2307 of the Business
and Professions Code.

ORDER

S The petltlon for reinstatement of revoked license of
Alfred W. Chao, M.D. is hereby granted subject to the
follow1ng llmltatlons-



(a) Respondent shall be prohibited from
administering, dispensing and prescribing or
otherwise handling ceontrolled substances and
narcotics designated as such in Schedules II and
III for a period of three (3) years from the
effective date of this Decision. Respondent shall
surrender his federal DEA registration and renew
the same only as to Schedules IV and V no later
than the effective date of this Decision.

(b) Within thirty (30) days from the
effective date of this Decision, resoondent
shall submit to the Division, for its approval,
a continuing education program in relevant
courses regquired of all licensees. Respondent
must enrcll and successfully complete this course,
with notice of successful completion provided to
the Division by the school, as required by the
Division.

(c) Respondent is prohibited from engacing
in solo practice for a period of three (3) vears
from the effective date of this Decision. Prior
to engaging in any practice of medicine and surgery,
respondent shall submit to the Division, and receive
its prior approval, a plan of practice limited to
a supervised, structured environment in which
respondent's activities will be overseen and supervised
by at least one other physician. It will be respondent's
obligation to secure from the supervising physician a
bi-annual report to the Division indicating respondent's
guality of performance.

(d) Respondent shall obey all federal, state and
local laws and regulations governing the practlce of
medicine in California.

(e) Respondent shall submit quarterly declarations
under penalty of perjury on forms provided by the Division
indicating whether there has been compliance with all the
conditions of probation. The first such declaration shall
be submitted on further notice from the Division.

4f) Respondent shall comply and cooperate with the
Division's probation surveillance program.:

(g) Within ninety (90) days of the effective date
of this Decision, a medical consultant for the Division
will send respondent written notice of the time, date
and place for an initial interview to discuss the conditions
of probation. Respondent shall report in person to the
medical consultant as requested and, during the period of
probation, shall appear for subseguent interviews to be



held at least once per calendar year, as directed by
.the medical consultant or by the Division.

~(h) In the event respondent should leave California
to reside or practice outside the State, respdndent shall
v//notify the Division of the dates of departure and return.
Periods of residency or practice outside California will
not apply to the reduction of the probationary period.

(1) Should respondent violate anyv of the conditions
of probation in any respect, the Division, after providing
respondent with notice and an opportunity to be heard,
may set aside the stay order and impose the revocation of
respondent's certificate or take such other action as it
deems appropriate in accordance with the law. '

(j) Upon successful completion of the terms of
probation, respondent's certificate will be fully
restored.

MEDICAL QUALITY REVIEW COMMITTEE A
BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY

\ e
DATED N Liasl L{/; [ClgL( ’

J | | Bg\’i/l_zs-w 7(4059_4 .

THOMAS M. HERIC, M.D., Ph.D.
Chairman

This Decision shall become effective on Julvy 12, 1984.
IT IS SO ORDERED June 12, 1984.
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BEFORE THE DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALTTV

BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

STATE OF CALTFORNIA
In the Matter of the Petition
for Termination of Probation
of:
ALFRED WEITUNG CHAO, M.D.

25 South Raymond, Suite 114
Alhambra, CA 91801

NO. L-37478

Petitioner.

N N N e N N e S’ s S

DECISION

This matter came on regularly for hearing before
a quorum of a panel of District XIV Medical Quality Review
Committee at San Diego, California on June 12, 1986. The
panel consisted of the following persons:

Richard M. Sullivan, M.D., chairperson
Charles Umansky, M.D.

Valeriano Jamora, M.D.

Peter Shea, D.D.S.

Patricia Jablonski, R.N.

Rosemary Barrett-Smith (public member)

Ronald M. Gruen, an Administrative Law Judge of the
Office of Administrative Hearings presided at the hearlng.

Thomas Lazar, Deputy Attorney General rebresented the
Attorney General. Petitioner Alfred W. Chao, M.D. appeared in
person and was renresented by Louis J. Anapolsky, Attorney at Law.

Evidence hav1ng been introduced, the matter was
submltted and considered in executive session. The panel renders.
its findings of fact and decision as follows:

I

' Petitioner's llcense was revoked by the Division on
May 18, 1979 upon a finding that he committed acts involving



dishonesty in the course of his professional activities by
submission of false Medi-Cal billings. 1In a prior disciplinary
action petitioner had been placed on probation to the Division
for prescribing controlled substances in the absence of good
faith medical examinations.

IT

On June 4, 1984 petitioner's revoked license was
reinstated by the Division-'subject to certain limitations
including the following limitations - to wit: '

"(a) Respondent shall be prohibited from
administering, dispensing and prescribing

or otherwise handling controlled substances

and narcotics designated as such in Schedule IT
and III for a period of three (3) years from the
effective date of- this Decision. Respondent
shall surrender his federal DEA registration and
renew the same only as to Schedules.IV and V no
later than the effective date of this Decision

(c) . Respondent is prohibited from engaging

in solo practice for a period of three (3)
years from the effective date of this Decision.
Prior to engaging in any practice of medicine
and surgery, respondent shall submit to the
Division, and receive its prior approval, a
prlan of practice limited to a supervised,
- structured enviromment in which respondent's
activities will be overseen and supervised by
at least one other physician. . .."

ITT

S On or about June 3, 1986, petitioner filed the

herein petition for termination of probation. He contends

that he is Board Eligible in internmal medicine and nephrology.
He has been trained to treat terminally ill vatients, and is

in private practice. His current probationary status has

created hardship relative to petitioner's pursuit of his medical
career. He is unable to obtain medical malpractice insurance
and is hampered in the treatment of terminally ill patients who
are in need of medication, because of the restrictions on his
DEA permit. '

Iv
Petitioner had made good efforts at rehabilitation

and has demonstrated a growing professional maturity. However,
termination of probation is not warranted at this time.



However, petiticner has demonstrated that there would
be no evident danger in restoring his DEA permit to its full
privileges. He is fully aware of his responsibilities and duties
relative to proper prescribing practices. He has taken courses
in drug abuse and the protocal of drug prescription. Therefore
elimination of provision (a) of the order of the Division of
June 4, 1984 (Finding of Fact II above) is warranted.

- % * * * *

Pursuant to the forégoing findings of fact, the Panel
makes the following determination of issues:

_ Pursuant to the provisions of Section 2307 of the
Business and Professions Code it is hereby determined that the
petition for termination of probation should be denied. However,
cause exists for modification of the terms of probation by
deletion of provision (a) of the Division's order of reinstatement
of June 4, 1984 relative to federal DEA registration. '

* * * * *

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made:

The petition of Alfred W. Chao, M.D. for termination
of probation is hereby denied; provided, however, modification
of the terms of probation is hereby granted as set forth in
Determination of Issues hereinabove. With this exception, the
order of the Division of June 4, 1984 shall remain in full force
and effect in all respects.

. This Decision shall become effective on the 1st

day of august . 1986. . -
IT IS SO ORDERED this 2nd day of July , 1986.

/}/Zg/gay{i’—m, Q/’ﬂé&/éh o
RICHARD M. SULLIVAN M.D.
Chairperson, Panel, MORC
District XIV

' Division of Medical Quality.

RMG:mh
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

@ OPARTENT Of BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE

1430 HOWE AVENUE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825

September 2, 1986

Alfred Chéo, M.D.
25 South Raymond, Suite 114
Alhambra, CA 91801

Dear Doctor Chzo:

This is to inform you that the Medical Quality

Review Committee that heard your petition for

termination of probation and which read your

petition for reconsideration of their decision,

has voted not to grant your petition for _
reconsideration. . -

Therefore, your probation will remain in effect ) -
until July 12, 1987 according to the decision
of July 12, 1984.

Sincerely,

_ .
SUSAN STREJC
MST - Legal Desk

cc:j/Thomas Lazar, DAG
"Ronald M. Gruen, ALJ
Louis J. Anapolsky, Esq.
Donna Gray-Bowersox
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INDUSTRIAL
MEDICAL
CLINICS, INC. Co | .

AGREEMENT 70 PERFORM PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

This Agreement is entered into between /gﬁééf/ @Clqcy £
(hereinafter "Physician") and INDUSTRIAL MEDICAL CLINICS, INC.,
(hereinafter "Company") effective &mpff |7 , 198L.

7

Physician will perform professional services in the capacity of
an independent contractor free of the professional control of the
Company. Physician will be compensated at the rate of $ |

per hour week nights (6:00 p.m. to B:00 a.m.), and weekends
(Saturday 8:00 a.m. to Monday B8:00 a.m.). A fee of<d} Sop per
day, i.e. B:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. org |50 a half day will be
paid for week days. Physician agrees to pay his/her own Federal
and "State income taxes, FICA contributions and appropriate
professional licenses. '

Company agrees to furnish the Physician with a safe place to work
and necessary supplies, personnel and facilities to accomplish
his/her professional services. Physician is to be covered by
Clinic's malpractice insurance for his/her services to patients
Physician treats for the Clinic.

—

Entered into at Anaheim, California this /7« day of ﬂ%r 198¢.
5 » ] :

.

&

. : /7 .
S \ @ S A/A/ Y.

\\\l"\v\h ‘f‘\l

L

Physician v _ TNDUSTRIALCMED ICAL CLINICS, INC.

Rev. 10-26-84

4 .

1741-F West Rornneya Drive « Ancheim. Californio 92801 « (714) 533-1902
13030 Firestone Boulevard - Sanic Fe Sorings. Calitormia 90670 - (213) 924-0341
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REDACTED

JOHN K. VAN DE KAMP, Attorney General .
of the State of California
JEANNE C. WERNER .
Deputy Attorney General ,
California Department of Justice
455 Golden Gate Avenue, Room 6200
San Francisco, California 94102
Telephone: (415) 464-3787

Attorneys for Complainant

BEFORE THE |
MEDICAL BOARD -OF CALIFORNIA
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
'STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation and " NO. D-4095
First Supplemental Accusation
Against: :
. A FIRST SUPPLEMENTAT,
EZZAT ELAH MAJD POUR, M.D. ACCUSATION

)
)
)
)
P.O.Box 40848 )
)
)
)
)
)
)

Indianapolis, Indiana 46240

Physician and Surgeon Certlflcate

No. A39558,
- Respondent.

The Complainant alleges:
PARTIES

8. °Complainan£, Kenneth Wagstaff, is the Executive
Director of the Medical Board of California (hereinafter the
“Board”) and brings this First Supplemental Accusation solely in
his official capac1ty |

9. The allegations of paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of the
acdusation heretofore filed are realleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth. ' |

10. Respondent’s certificate is subject to discipline
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under section 2305 of the Business and Professions Code in that,
on November 4, 1988, the Medical Licensing Board of Indiana

issued an order nunc pro tunc to October 27, 1988, placing the

Indiana medical license of respondent, license no. 01029499, on
three years probation on terms and conditions. A copy of said

disciplinary order is attached hereto as Exhibit D and is herein

|l incorporated by reference as though fully set forth.

PRAYER

WHEREFORE, the complainant requests that a hearlng be
held on the matters hereln ‘alleged, and that follow;ng said
hearing, the Board issue a decision:

1. Revoking or suspending Phjsician and Surgeon
Certificate Number A33558,-heretofore issued to respondent Ezzat
Elah Majd Pour;

2. Taking such other and further action as the Board

-
deems proper.

DATED: @'jomi 18 /199D

XJAM-WWM,

enneth Wagstaff
xecutive Director
Y California Medical Board

' Department of Consumer Affairs
State of California

Complainant
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MEDICAL LICENSING BOARD OF INDIANA

CERTIFICATION

°

I, Patrick J. Turner, Administrator of the Medical Licensing Board
of Indiana, through the Health Professions Bureau, being duly sworn

upon my oath, depose and say:

I certify that the Health Professions Bureau is the record keeping
agency for- the Medical Licensing Board of Indiana which is responsible
for licensing physicians and osteopathic physicians in the State of
Indiana. As Administrator, I am the keeper of the records of
administrative proceedings before the Medical Licensing Board of

Indiana. -

I further certify that the following document is a true and
accurate copy of the file in the matter of EZZAT ELAH MAJD-POUR, M.D.

koit»\,\( \\\L 3.\_\»»\«
Patrigk J. Turner
Admifiistrator
Medical Licensing Board of Indiana
Health Professions Bureau

STATE OF INDIANA )
: ’ SS

)
COUNTY OF MARION )

N

Patrick J. Turner, personally appeared before me, Cindy A. Vaught,

and acknowledged the foregoing statements as true this:3 day of
January, 1990.
Cindy A. Vaught, tary Public

County\pf Residence: Marion
Commission Expires: 11/12/91
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* Name of College

. Date of Graduation Diciocs Faceioed
20419 @09 |
Cartificats Date Issued County ] Towa "Diploma Retmroed
Identification Dets | Remarks
RYCEIVED. APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE AND
A LICENSE TO PRACTICE HEALING ART
MER 151977 : ON EXAMINATION
' ON NATIONAL BOARDS
MEDICAL LICENSING

: . . " ONFLEX EXAMINATION
BOARD OF INDIANA ‘

Applicant will ot write above this line—Secretary usc omly

1 hei-eby make application for admission to the Indiana examination for license to practice medicine and submit
the following statements regarding my education qualifications. I have never before made application to the
Medical Licensing Board of Indiana, either by examination or endorsement.

Are ybu habitually addicted to the use of naf"é'oti:s or habit-forming drugs? .-...._.}.I..g......_...... Do you indulge in alcoholic
liquor to excess? ..10............... ... Have you ever been convicted of a crime that either involves a felony or involves moral
turpitude? . DO ... If so, give particulars
. . o )
Are you a citizen of the United States? No (T WiIT b 1T b TE EE T ITT)
Declaration of Intent Affidavit
(enclosed) .
1. Ezzat. Eleh. NMejdpour.. Apt. 505, 440, North,Winonsa,st,
Name in Pull . . Addrens i
) ) Indisnepolis,Indiana,45202
2, . Rezeieh City, IRAN Brown_ . . -Brawn 5/8
Place of Birth Coler of Eyes Cglur of Hair Height
I65Lb - .
Waight Other Meass of 1dentification
Regular X
Eclectic
«yoxm of practice Homeopathic LUTOSS Oui safuss uoi desived
Y ‘Physio-Medical
Osteopathic
Drugless

4. I have resided in the following places, since birth, with length of time in each.

Rezaieh City,. Iran,.

t

Erom;-E945+- 1960 TeNreH TREN T566-T5 8]
Iafzhan,IRAN (?Emz I97T3 T :

) -L} . _;9
A372=1974. Herlen . k.,
I974-176

'TI- 1972, " Néw York, City.

.
£4

» texington, g,y



[

S. 'PRELIMINARY EDUCATION: : .

’ : [ ! Y . . ,

. 1 have .attended the following institutions with concise statement of period of study, date of diploma or certificate

received. Herewith 1 submit a complete transcript of two years of pre-medical college work which admitted me to the
medical course outlined in Article 6, page 2. - ’ .

JPremedical progrem._combined with medicsl school in TRAN
Coliege—Pro-Mudical Location _

6. MEDICAL EDUCATION:

I baye spent .7J............ years in the study of medicine in the institution named below, fot the following terms:
_._ﬂlh.e...ac.ade.mic_,ymma-tants—fm&-pxyz-l-s-t-,--eéeh---yee!\--end-j-ende~-i-n—61:iy—:~——---
R ——{Tehran.University Schonl f Medicine, Tehrsan ylran)

I received the degree oL_agfl_)./p. 0. om ._Tehren University. achool. of Hed College, located at

Tehran, IRAN on the X6 _th.day of JIRC.. year . 1966

I am the person named in the accompanying diploma and am the lawful possessor of same. I make this

affidavit for the purpose of obtaining from the Medical Licensing Board of Indizna 2 certificate authorizing the
Clerk of County to issue to me 2 license to practice medicine in the State of Indiana.

I am the possessor of the licenses s listed below:

Awlhm'mdnaumdmmdmummmcdnmkhemhemyhdd.ﬂm
¢ whether or not any such license bas ever boen ked or b i 3 . -

f._%J €. M“a’a P

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 4 day of //’/VM L9727

e

e .
BEVERLY S CRAMER, Netey Pub
In and for Montgomery Codaty, Obie

-
My commission expires ..My sommiaion Expies May 1y m

7. PHOTOGRAPHS:

Two loose unmounted photographs, not
larger than 3” x 5” must be enclosed. One i
photograph must be certified on back by a :
Notary Public, the other to be authenticated
by Secretiry of this Board and to be dis-
. Played on desk during the examination as
- means of identification.
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Photo of holder .Officiel Transiation - - “WNo,19631/Ren

(s ttached) - from_Pergian language .Datcd_ns/s/45 .

- August 6,1969)
Lion & Sun(Eablem of Iren). . ~.

Univcra!ty of hh!flﬂo' CRT s :..,-:bv_*j i iy
. R L O A0 ST o @ P ' e W - = sowe s L AT e T e e e b s
According to the Report No.2-511%,d ted:25/3/1348(June 15,1969)subgitt o¢
2y ¥edecine Faculty,doges hereby certify that,lr.!zzuoluh,lhjdlpon .
.holder of ldentity 6I_Pd No.2 fssued at Reuich,horn in the solar yer g
X { A«D.)in. Tagpah. Tarksam, (holder of above photo),has been studying si
the "academsic-year 1338-39(1959-60) teo the end of the ecademic-yesr 1344-
(196588 )of. the Courae of Medical Departuent ¥ M.D, * Degree, below. iy
given a detailed 113t of the Subgects of his studies during the academic
tyts curricylum.and the Qrades he gains
for the examinations, This Statedent,duly fssued vold of ‘any sltsration

is 'given cut enly fer hig Anformation ,but ft does not replace the gradu
tion document, " '

e ) First yearsthe scddemic.vear 8-39(1959-60)
Subjects , ours per.year ' Exams grade
Piant Blology Praptical D
f\
’ » Y .. Theoretical y Bfe 20,
. ? " Animal Biclogy. :Practical ] 18, -
1‘; ' \' . Theoretfcal . -~ 64 11,
F;, Praciical Cheslstsy .98 Iy
= Theoretical Chemistry 6 PR T P
. *Pupt!a! m““ spe T ovi i mat gy o o8 £ ;10. -
.mebrqfttcal Physscs.. o | 128 ‘ | 12,
rsyjuazogy - . %2, 12,
N Foreign language e 64 ‘ 15. ..
. . Second Yearsthe agdm!c-xurglgs-&o(leso-lwl) )
Ry, i ' Y i i€,
4. ‘?frnct!cu Ang tomy o e l‘?\ '
. ’ \ : ' . ' e L Y
e S Y B
TNAER ] ™. Thecretical snatosy ) oL s
A | Y‘\ﬁ? - e e ‘“ ) » l 5.
AN Ay ¥ f‘f ctical Chenis A

i " o 16,
Theoretical Chemistry o é?j)%.'{ﬁw/?g‘ . |

Practical Physies

. BEVERLY S. CRAZE bty pusiic o 10
Thooretical Physics e omoriginery County, Olip

My comaission Expires Miy I 165
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Officiel Tranelstion
from Pargian language

Lion & Sun{coat-cf-arms of the Irenlan Government of Iran),
University of Teheran. B o
(Emblem of the University ). - o & SRR

&

mmms, e I R -
rnrum mm:m. holder ‘of !dentlty Card No.z oo
{ssuqd a8t Rezaieh,born in the solar year - -A.D.)in Tapah = -
Torkaman,hes cempleted in Khorchd-nah of the selar year 1345(June 1966)
the Study Coupses of Paculy of mdcc!ne" ued!cai Depertmnt ¥ and wes
c'ntz‘tled t_;.g obtain'the H.D. chree, Tals Diplom ds conrcrred upen hix 4
the Establishrent law of the Unlversity ratified on ot g
t“irtem(Jm 193 ),

in pursueace Rof
}mordad of the aolar year one thcusaﬂd three hundred

in ardtr to enjoy the logﬂ pf!vucgcs appcrta!aing thereto,

'Bcan of The Facuuy of Hedeclm(s!gnature) and sealed.
“The ?ruldcnt of the Uaiversity-Dr,Jahanshah Salon(signature)s ° . .

----‘--n--—----‘oﬂ-—_--—-‘----------------.

- 2/ Gertified to be true translation from Perelan,

orucuz Translator to the Linxstry of Jusiles
ST (A : :

o " ,?Jlo/dvz%ﬁ/@w% 1527
vy A e

\ . . . BEVERLY S. CRAMER, Notary Pu“k
in and for Montgomery County, Ohio
'My commission Expires May {, 1978.
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BEFORE'THE MEDICAL LICENSING BOARD

s , OF INDIANA :
CAUSE NO. 88 MLB 0008

IN THE MATTER OF . )
EZZAT E. MAJD-POUR, M.D. ) ’:,l_Es ,
holder of Indiana Physicians ) l,
license no. 01029499 ) : NOV
) 0 e
Respondent ) Ll 41988'
HEALT‘-,' p;:_-o:,:e .

FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF tAW AND ORDER

An administrative hearing was held Sefore the Indiana Medical
Licensing Board (hereinafter "Board") on the 27th day of October,
1988, at 9:30.o'clock, a.m., local time, in the Board Room of the.
Health Professions Bureau, located at One American.Square, Suite 1020,
" Indianapolis, Indiana, 46282, concérning the Respondent, Ezzat E.
Majd-Pour's (hereinafter “Respondent") license to practice medicine,
license no. 01029499, in the State of Indiana.

The State of Indiana was represented by counsel, John White,
Deputy Attorney General, and the Respondent, appeared in person and
was represented by counsel, Charles R. Vaughan, Esq.

The Board members hearing this matter were: George H. Rawls,
M.D.; Martin J. O'Neill, M.D.; John H. Hinton, D.O.; Gilbert
Wilhelmﬁé, M.D.; and Deahng-S. Porte-Keene, M.D.

The Board hauiﬁg considered the Complaint and Notice of Hearing,
evidence, judicial notice of it; official file including all previous
action, and arguments, by a vote of 5 to O, issues the following
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order: '

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Respondent holds a license to practice medicine, license.no.
01029499, in the State of Indiana. V

2. The Complaint and Notice 9? Héaring weré properly mailed to
and received by Respondent pursuant to the notiﬁe of provisions of IC
A 21 5—3L20. ‘

3. In the performance of its statutorily.delegated.duties and
responsibilities, this Board possesses and exercises special
administrative éxpertise in determining whether or not certain

Practices and activities relate to the competent practice of medicine

and/or whether or not such practices and activities constitute the



Pt

incompetent practice o. medicine.

‘ 4. On or about Augﬁst 7,'1986 Respondent'; privileges at Tunica
County Hospital, Tunica, Mississippi were suspended, pending a final
hearing, due to his irrétional behavior at the hospital.

5. On or.about September 10, 1986 Respondent's privileges at
Tunica County Hospital, Tunica; Mississippi, were permanently reﬁoked
after a hearing béFore the hospital's Boarq oF'DiréEtors.

6; On or about fugust 25, 1986 the Mississippi State Board of
Medical Licensure referred Respohdeht to the Examining Commit£ee of
the Mississippi Board of Medical Licensure for a determination as to
Respondent's competence to practice medicine wigh reasonable skill and
séFety to patients.

3. on or about March 31, 1987, after a hearing, the Migsissippi
State Board of Medical Licensure concluded that Respondent's actions
constituted unprofessional conduct, including dishonorable or
unethical conduct likely to deceive, defraud or harm the public and
that the Respondent is unable to practice with reasonable skill and
safety tolpatients by reason of mental illness.

8. As a result of the above conclusion the Respondent's license
to pracfice in the State of Mississippi was §uspended for a period of
three (3) years. A copy of the order of the Mississippi State Board
of Medicql Licensure if¢ aE&gched hereto and incorporated by reFerence.
hereto as Exhibit "A". . . .

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Board has jurisdiction to hear this case and take

'

disciplinary action against Respondent.
2. The Respondent's conduct constitutes uiolations of IC
25-22.6-6-2.1(b) (1), 25-22.5-6-2.1(b)(4)(c), and 25-22.5-6-2.1(b)(8):
(b) A practitioner shall conduct .the
practitioner's practice in accordance with the
standards established by the board under IC
25-22.5-2-7 and is subject to the exercise of the
disciplinary sanctions under subsection (e) if,
after a hearing, the board finds:

(1) tihe practitioner has

(4) a practitioner has continued to practice
although he has become unfit to practice due to:

c. physical or mental disability



(8) a.practi.._oner-has had disciplinary ction
taken against the pragtitioner <r thes .
practitioner's license to practice medicine or
osteopathic medicine in any other state or
jurisdiction on grounds similar to those under this

section.

ORDER

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,
the Board now issues the following Order: ‘ :

1. Respondent's medical license is placed én probation for'a

period of three (3) years upon the following terms and conditions:

‘ (A) Respondent shall practice only in a supervised setting and
shall cause written reports to be submitted by his superuﬁsing
physician regarding his medical Practice on an-annual basis.

(B) During the term of probation, Respondent shall appear before

the]board on an annual basis and shall provide the board with l

inFormation regarding his Federal Court litigation in the State- of

Mississippi and his medical practice in the State of Indiana.

2.. Respondent is assessed costs in this aciion in the amount of
$150, payable to the Health Professions Bﬁreau within thirty (30) days‘
from the receipt of this order.

3. . Reépondent acknowledges and understands that any violation of
the terms and conditions set forth herein shall ihmediately subjeét
Respondent to the gummarg suspension of his medical licen;e to
practice in the State of Iﬁﬁﬁana.

All of which is ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, this j{?ffday of

November, 1988, nunc pro tunc to the 27th day of October, 1988.

" MEDICAL LICENSING BOARD, OF INDIANA

el S l—

]ﬁa’r“y 0. GaugHan U
E

xecutive Difrector
Health Proféessions Bureau

cc: Ezzat E. Majd-Pour, M.D.
113 Third Street
Wwiliiamsport, IN 46993
CERTIFIED MAIL #P446 393 824
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John White

Deputy Attorney General
219 State House
Indianapolis, IN 46204

charles R. Vaughan
VAUGHAN & VAUGHAN
P.O. Box 498
Lafayette, IN 47902

—— e

R Y
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. MISSISSIPP! . ;
STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE SEP OR 1387

- Center Dri s mereeupas
B D I ntieriop! 39216 HEALTH PROFESHIONS

SERVICE slF.IAL
Feank J. Morgan, Ji., M.D., M.P.H. ) Telephone: (601} 3546645
Executive Officer

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

COUNTY .OF HINDS

I, Frank J. Morgan, Jr., M.D., Executive Officer of the
Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure, do hereby certify that
I am the official _custodian of the records of said Board and that the
attached Determination and Order, dated March 31, 1987, Order, _dated
June 12, 1987, relatiﬁg to the Mississippi medical license of Ezzat E.
. Majd, Pour, M.D., are true and correct copies of the. originals hereof
as same appear on file In this office. ‘
Witness_my official }land and seal of the Board, this iﬁ .

day of August, 1987.

MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

Frank J¢ Morgan,
Executive Officer

Jf., M.B/~—
f

Sworn to and.subscribed before me thas 3[ day of August, 1987.
: 4 -~

Notary Public -
" Ny Cemmission Expires July 2. 1659

" . . Ex\\&}.\\' \_\‘\\‘
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MISSISSIPPI . o
STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE.

2688-D Insurance Center Drive
Jackson, Mississippi 39216

Frank J. Morpan, Jr., M.D. M.P.H,

Teischone.
-Esecutive Otficer -oo one. (601) J54.-6645

March 31, 1987

“«

Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.
575 West Irwin Street
Post Office Box 1756
Tunica, Mississippi 38676

Re: In the Matter of the Physician's License of Ezzat
E. Majd, Pour, M.D. . -

Dear Dr. Majd: ' .

Enclosed please find Determination and Order rendered by the
Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure as a result of the
hearing held on March 19 and 20, 1987. The Order becomes effec-
tive immediately upon your or your counsel's receipt of the same.
You are advised that you -have a right to appeal the decision of
the Board pursuant to provisions of the Mississippi Medical
Practice Act.

As per the request of your legal counsel, I am hereby
submitting the names of two psychiatrists approved by the Board
to perform the comprehensive psychiatric and psychological
work-up and follow-up treatment and care:

Hiliary F. Linder, M.D.
6005 Park Avenue

Suite 606 Memphis, TN 38119
(901) 767-3475

Melvyn A. Levitch, M.D.

‘5100 Poplar Avenue

Memphis, TN 38137

(901) 767-4593,

Stan Ingram, attorney with the Board, will handle the
collection of and transfer of all information which the psychia-

trist deems necessary to perform his work-up, treatment and care.

Sincerely,

I
Fra J. Morgén, Jr., M.D.

FIM,JR:js

Enclosure

cc: Jim Waide
Stan T. Ingram
Sarah DeLoach



BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENsbRE

IN THE MATTER OF THE
PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF
EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.

DETERMINATION AND ORDER

This matter came 6n regularly for hearing on March 19, 198%,
before the Mississippi State Board of Medical Liéensure pursuént
.to Miss. Code Ann. £73-25-63. The Board initiatea these proceed—'
ings on July‘ZQ, 1986, by referral of Ezzat E. Maid, Pour, M.D.
to ;he designated members of the Examining Cdmmiftee, pursuant to
Miss. Code Ann. €73-25-51 through €75-25-67, for the purpose of
determining the fitness of Dr. Méjd to practice medicine with
reasonable skill and safety to patients, either on a restricted
or unrestricted basis: Dr. Majd was thereafter ordered.to appeér
before the Examining Committee on September 18, 1986, Dr. Majd
appeared before said commitfee and wa§ found to be suffering-from
a major mental disorder and unable to practice medicine with
reasonable skill and safety to patients. However, prior to
rendering a final deﬁfigination, the Eommittee ordered Dr. Majd
to submit to_&'pé?chiatfic evaluation/examination pﬁrsuant to
Miss. Code Ann. 573—25—57(2). On October 6, 8, and 10, 1986, Dr.
Majd submitted to such an examination and on Octocber 13, 1986; a
report was rendered conciuding that Dr. Majd was suffering from a
major thought disorder. On October 16, 1986, the Examining

‘Committee rendered its Final Recommendation and order finding



the Mississippi State Board of Medica] Licensure iendered an
order Continuing the matter untjj the next Tegularly Scheduleg
meeting on January 1s, 1987, and prohibiting Dr. Masjq from
Practicing medicine during the interipm, The matter was furﬁher
continued until March 19, 1987, in I'esponse to a motien filed op

December 30, 1986, on behals of Dr. Maiq4, On,February 12, 1987,

573725-29(8) ang 573-25-816§), in that Ezzat g, Majd,'Pour} M.D.,

A hearing was conveneg at 10:00 o'clock A.M., March 19,

1987, Ez;at E, Majqg, Pour, M.p., being Present, represented by

-2~



Jim Waide. Evidence and testimony was then presented. Based on
the above, the Board renders the following findings of fact,

conclusions of law and order:

FINDINGS OF FACT

I.

EZZAT E, MAJD, POUR, M.D., hereinafter reierred to as
»1,jcensee", has been licensed to practice.medicine in the State
of H;ssissippi since September 9, 1981, pursuant to Miss. Code
Ann. §73-25-1, holding Mississippi License No. 9448.

. II.

Prior to seeking iicensure in the State of Mississippi,
Licenéee cerved a two-year residency in surgery between'August
1972 and August 1974 at the Appalachian Regional Hospital,
Harlan, Kentucky. During his residency at the Appalachian
Regional Hospital, Licensee was admitted to séid hospital for
treatment between.December 24, 1973, apd ;anhary 2, 1974, with
chief complaints of weight loss, dizziness and synéopal episodes.
During Licensee's treatment, he consulted a psychiatrist and was
diagnosed as suffering ﬁrom depression and 'a mild schizoid »
personality with a fiﬂgi-diagnosis of hyPerthyroidism, postural
hypotension, anxiety depressive reaction and situational stress
reaction. '

CIII. '

Licensee began practicing in Tunica, Mississippi, on or

about June, 1985. On August 6, 1986, at approximately 6:35

o'clock P.M., patient Bobbie I.was transported to the Tunica

-3-



County Hospltal via ambulance. The patient was found to be dead
upon arrival. Notw1thstandlng, the emergency room physician and
nursing steff immediately inltlated attempts to resusitate the
patient without regard as to the patient's identity or whom the
patient's physician was. 'Resusitation attempts were unsuccess-
ful. Thereafter, Licensee accused the attending physician and’
nurs:.ng staff of "stealing” ‘and "killing” patlent Bobbie I. Oon
the following day, August 7, 1986 Licensee went to the Tunica
County Hospital, and accused the medical and nursing staﬁf of
"killing”, "murdering®, and n"stealing™ his patients. Liéensee
aecused one partlcular nurse of being a prostltute end "turning
into a vamp1re at nlght“ and killing “hundreds of hls patients.
Other-accusatlons, too numerous to mentlon, included statements
that the medical and nurs;ng staff were killing his patients,
that the medical and nursing staff and board of directors of the
Tunica County Hospital were members of the "klan" and rac15ts
and that they were plotting to kill him or run him out of town.
The above accusations were made at the Tunica County Hospital
before numerous hedical end staff personnel and were.made_in such
a loud tone and manner &s to indicate loss of control.

Iv.

The accusations by Licensee towafd the medical and nursing
staff at'Tunica County Hospital and oiher individuals during
Auéust 6, 1986, and August 7, 1986, were false and without any
basis in fact. Although evidence reflects that deaths have
occurred at the Tuniea County Hospital, no complaints of mysteri-

ous deaths were filed with state or chal‘authorities and the

-4-
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number and causes of deaths occurring at the hospital were not
unusual for a hospital of that size and type.
V. ' s

on Bugust 8, 1986, Licensee wrote and gave to other parties,
including office staff, a note stating that omn that date he was ‘
mthreatened to be killed, if in future-I murdered, my killer is
Dr. Larry'Black end Paris'Prince only (otherwise nobody else is
responsible) .” said note then provides that "These two people
may kill me jndirectly, but responsibility of ﬁutder should stay
only w1th them, and nobody else."” ' Although‘evidence-presented
indicates that Dr. Majd or his staff may have received phone
calls of threatening nature, vwe £ind that there is no basis in
fact for the accusation concerning Larry Black, M.D.-and further,
sy Licensee's own admission, the accusation concerning Paris
Prince was without merit.

’ VI.

That Licensee has on occasion carried‘a 38—celiber pistol on
his person and in the presence of his staff, yielded the weapon
in such a manner as to frighten his staff

: VIiI.

L&
Licensee has exhibited other conduct ‘and behavior jindicative

of an individual suffering from mental illness. Further,

Licensee's own testimony revealed characteristics of one suffer-

ing from mental illness as substantlated by the expert testimony

of Rodrigo M. Galvez., M.D. and George Hamilton, M. D.



VIII.

- 'On or about July 7, 1986, Licensee admitted patient Doshie
A- to the Tunica County Hospital for the purpose of performing
a breast biopsy. Licensee later scheduled and directed the
nurses to prepare the patient for a simple mastectomy and exci-
sion of Fhe lymph nodes to be performed under local anesthesia.
Such a procedure should only be accomplished under general
anesthesia and Licensee was pfevented from carrying‘out the
brocedufe by action of the medical staff.

IX.

On July 20, 1986, Frank J. Morgan,_jr., M.D., Executive
Officer of the Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure,
referred Licensee to the designated members of the Examining
Committee, pursuant to Miss. Code Ann. £73-25-51 through
&75-25-67, for the purpose of determining the fitness of Licensee
to practice medicine with reasonable skill and safety to pa-
tients, either on a restricted or unrestricted bgsis. Licensee
was thereafter ordered to appear before the Examining Committee
on September 18, 1986. Licensee appeared before said committee
and was found to be gwEfering from a major ﬁental disorder and
unable to p?actice medicine with reasonable skill and safety to
patients.. fﬁowever, prior to rendering a final determination, the
committee ordered Licensee to submit to a psychiatric evalua~-
tion/examination performed by a psychiatrist and psfchologist
approved by the Board. Licensee chose Rodrigo M. Galvez, M.D.
;nd'James E. Stary, Ph.D., 1030 Riverside Plaza, Flowood, Missis-

sippi, to perform the psychiatric evaluation/examination. On

em



October 6, 8, and 10, 1986, Licensee was examined by Rodrigo M..
Galvez, M.D. and James E,., Stary, Ph.D. and upon conclusion of
said evaluation, a report was rendered to the Board dated October
13, 1986, concluding that Licensee was suffering from a m;jor
thought disorder, paranoid state, was incompetent and not respon-
sible. Further, it was the opinion of Dr. Galvez that because of
this condition, Licensee was in need of immediate medical treat-
ment and his contiﬁued practice of medicine constitutes. immi-
- nent danger to public health and safety._ On October 16, 1986,
the Examining Committee rendered its Final Recommendatlon and
Ordér finding that Licensee was unable to practice medicine with
reasonable skill and safety to patients by reason of mental
illness. |

. X.

In addition to the above, Licensee has sought independent
evaluations by G. H. Aivazian, M.D., Delores M. Digaetano, M.D.,
Jan T. Goff, M.D. and Ken Lippincott, M.D., in several instances,
said physicians utilizing reports from independent psychologists.
in each case, Licensee was found not to be suffering from a
ps§chiatric disorderl_ﬁﬁoﬁever, severél of the reports rendered
by said physicians were qualified as to the accuracy of that
information provided by Licensee and in each situation, the
physiéian/péychologist based their evaluation on incomplete
background history and/or improper data. |

XI.
That Licensee was also examined by william M. Kallman, Ph.D

who described Licensee's conduct as not indicative of "delusional™

-7- ‘



pehavior, but merely ‘angry exaggerations.” However, Dr. Kallman
did find that Licensee may have suffered on one occasion from an

*acute paranoid disorder.”

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

After considering all the evidence presented, and based on
the Board's personal observation of Licensee during his testimo-
ny, the Board,hereby'determines‘that Licensee's-actions consti-
tute unprofessional conduet, including dishonorable or unethical
conduct likely to deceive, defraud or harm the pub;ic and that
Licensee is unable to practice medicine with reasonable skill and

safety to patients by reason of mental illness.
ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Final Recommendation of the
Examining Committee rendered October 16, 1986, is hereby accept-
ed;

~ IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that on the basis of the findings of
fact enumerated above, Mississippi Medical License No, 9448 '
issued to Ezzat E. Majd,-Pour, M.D., ‘is hereby suspended for a
period of three (3) years; however, said suspension will be
stayed upon completion of and compliance with all of the follow-
ing conditiong to the satisfaction of the Mississippi State Board
of Medical Licensure: '

1. A .physical examination, including CT scan of the head,
'endocrine survey and urine and blood drug'screens by a physician

approved by the Board of Medical Licensure with the results of

-8-



the examination submitted to the Board within thirty (30) days of
receipt of this order;

2. A comprehensive psychiatric and psychological wofk-up
with follow-up treatmenf and care by a psychiatrist approved by
the Board of Medical Licensure from either Mississippi or
" Memphis, Tennessee. The results of the work-up are to be
submittéa;to the Board within sixty (60) days of receipt of this
order. '

3., Monthly p:pgress reports from the Board apéroved psychi-

atrist are to be submitted to the Board within fifteen (15) days

of the end of each month during treatment.

4. All expenses incurred in carrying out this Order shall
be borne by Licensee. .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to Miss. Code Ann.
§73-25—27, as amended, a copy of‘this Determination and Order
shall be sent by registered mail or personally served upon Ezzat
.E. Majd, Pour, M.D., and should become effective iymediately uéoﬁ
receipt thereof. -

sT '
THIS, the 3/~ day of March, 1987.

&=

—

MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF
MEDICAL LICENSURE

Executive Office
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' MISSISSIPP!I ‘
STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

2688-D Insurance Center Drive
Jackson, Mississippi 39216

Bronk J Morgan_ Jr., M.D. M.P.H.

Exnecutive Ofticer Teleshone. (8011 354.6648

June 12, 1987

Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.
575 West Irwin Street

. Post Office Box 1756
Tunica, Mississippi 38676

Re: In the Matter of the Physician's License of Ezzat
E. Majd, Pour, M.D.

Dear Dr. Majd:

Enclosed please find order rendered by the Mississippi State

Board of Medical Licensure as a result of the Board's considera-

tion of your Motion £for Reinstatement at its June 4, 1987, °

. meeting. The order becomes effective immediately upon your and
your counsel's receipt of the same. '

~ In an effort to assist you with reinstatement of your
license, you have been granted an additional sixty (60) days to
complete the physical examination and comprehensive psychiatric/
psychological work-up with follow-up treatment and care. For
this purpose, the order has enclosed a list of approved inter-
nists and psychiatrists licensed to practice medicine in the
State of Mississippi. After you have chosen the internist and
psychiatrist please notify the Board prior to submission for
examination and care. The Board will provide the physicians with
a copy of the March 31, 1987, Determination and Order and will
extend access to any and all material which the physicians deem
necessary to perform their examination and care. .

If you have any- questions, please do not hesitate to contact
this office. -

i

! Sincerely,

Frank J. Morgan,ZJr., M.D.

FJM,JR:]s ' ’
Enclosures
cc: Jim Waide

Stan Ingram

Sarah DeLloach
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPIL STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

IN THE MATTER OF THE PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF

EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.

‘ORDER

This matter came on regularly for hearing on June 4, 1987,
before the Mississippi State Board of Medical: Licensure in
response to the motion of Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D., hereinafter
*Licensee", for reiﬂstatement of his license to practice medicine
in thé St;té of gissiésipéiﬂ .Liééﬁéee was previously suspended
from.the practice..of medicine.b; order-of.the Board rendered on
March 31,-i§85. 4This order was entered after a lengthy hedring
held on Mércﬂ lé Ahd:io,—iési, dhéreinniicéﬁéeé;;é;:édﬁnd_guiléy‘
of unpédfessiohal céndﬁé;, inéludiﬁg dishonof&ble or unethical‘
éoﬁduct likely to déceive,‘def:aﬁd ér.harm the public and was
found unable to pract?ce, hediciné— with reasonable skill and
safety to patilents by reason of mental illnesﬁ. ‘The Determi—
nation and Ordei rendered by the Board, from which ﬁicensee did
not appeal, suspendig;his license to practice medicine for a
period of three (3) years, however, it was providéd that the
suspension would be stayed .upon completion of and compliance with
four (4) enumerated conditions, to wit:

1. A physical examinaéion, including CT scan of

the head, endocrine survey and urine and blood drug

screens by a physician approved by the Board of Medical

Licensure with the results ol the examination submitted

to the Board within thirty (30) days of receipt of this
order; .



2. A comprehensive psychiatric and psychological
work-up with follow-up treatment and care by a psychia-
trist approved by the Board of Medical Licensure from
either Mississippi or Memphis, Tennessee. - The results
of the work-up are to be submitted to the Board within
sixty (60) days of receipt of this order.

3. Monthly progress reports from +the Board
approved psychiatrist are to. be submitted to the Board
within f£ifteen (15) days of the end of each month
during treatment. o

’ 4. All expenses incurred in carrying out this
Order shall be borne by Licensee.
Licensee now states in his motion that he has complied "to
the extent possible with the conditions for reinstatement of his

license." Attached to his motion were reports of psychiatric and

-

psycﬂ&logicai evaiuationnsg.three'(B) psychiéfzisté.and twé (éf
psychologists and a report of phyéical examination by a physi-
cian. . After a2 careful é;gminatioﬁ and review of the repor£§
Etéached to-Licens;e's Motion for Reinstatement and after consid<
eration oﬁathe Response filed by Stan T, Ingram, Counsel reﬁained
for the purpose of pur;uing the action, it is the opinion of the
Board that Licensee has failed to meet the conditions for rein-
statement of his license. V

.Licénsee did not request approval from the Board for use of
Basil A. Bland, Jr., M.D. to perform the physical exa@ination and
tests. Thevreport of“%hysical examination submitted to the Board
fails to indicate that a blood drug screen was run and there is
no basis to determine the reliability of the'prgcedures'used for
specimen _collection. In addition, ' Licensee failed to seek
approval from.the Board prior to the psychiatric évaluations by
"pavid F. Moore, M.D., James B. Moseley, M.D.. A. Jean-Pierre,

M.D., Judith G. Carroll, Ph.D. and John M. Malinky, Ph.D. More

-2-



'1mportant1y, the reports from sa1d psychlatrlsts submltted as a
part of’ Llcensee s motlon, ~are 1nadequate and fail to document
any ev1dence that Llcensee has undergone a "comprehensive psychia-

tric and psychologlcal work-up 'w1th 'follow-up treatment and

care._~'_?ne gsychaatrlst chosen to perform the comprehensive
psychiatric -and. psychological work-up should understand the
purpose for which the same is needed and should have access .to
any and all materlal in posse551on of Licensee and the Board
whlch the phy51c1an deems necessary to perform-a proper work-up,

treatment and care. It is unclear whether any of the psychla-

trists or pSychalogists even_knew of the Board's order or the

" extent of Llcensee s past conduct and history.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the: Motlon for Relnstatement

be, and the same is hereby, denled- however, 1n order to a551st
Licensee ln.hls effort to gain reinstatement of his.license, IT
Is FURTHER ORDERED as follows:

"_}. “Llcensee is hereby granted an additional sixty (60)
days from date of receipt of this order to submit to a
physical examination, including CT Scan of the head,
endocrine 'sukxvey and urine and blood screen by a
physician chosen by Licensee from a list of approved
Board Certified Internists attached hereto as Exhibit
"A".

2. Licensee is hereby éranted an- additional sixty (60)
.days from date of receipt of this order to submit to a

comprehensive psychiatric and psychological work-up

with follow-up treatment and care by 2 psychiatrist

-3
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chosen by Licensee from a 1list..of approved Board
Certified psychiatrists attached hereto as Exhibit "B".
Licensee shall notify the Board of his choice' of
Internist and Psychiatrist prior to submission for the
physical examination and comprehensive psychiatric and
psychological work—gp with follow-ub treatment and
care. The Board shall provide the physicians with a
copy of the March 31, 1987, Determination and Order and

extend access to any and all material in possession of

- the Board which the physicians deem necessary to

perform their examination and care.

.The-Board Certified Internist and Psychiatrist shall .

submit to the Board a comprehensive stétement/report of
their examination, work-up and treatment or care. Upon
completion of the comprehensive work-up, the psychia-
trist shall notify the Board in writing whether or not
he/she is willing to handle the follow-up treatment and

care.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a copy. of this order shall be

sent by registered mait or personally served upon Ezzat E. Majd,

Pour, M.D. and should becomeveffectivé'immediately upon receipt

thereof.

ORDERED, this the 12th day of June, 1987.

MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF
MEDICAL LICENSURE

FRANE/T. MORGAY, JR.; #HD.
Executive Officer

By:




/
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BOARD APPROVED INTERNISTS

Iley F. Dillon, M.D.
151 Jeff Davis Blvd.
Suite F )
Natchez, MS 38120

Thomas H. Gandy, M.D.
Medical Arts Bldg.
Natchez, MS 39120

Kenneth W. Stubbs, M.D.
812 Main Street
Natchez, MS 33120

Barry F. Tillman, M.D.
Medical Arts Bldg.
Natchez, MS 38120

John R. Davis, Sr., M.D. 7

815 Child Street
Corinth, MS 38834

_Barry S. Sullivan, M.D.

Cleveland Clinic
Highway 8 East
Cleveland, MS 38732

Richard G. Lupton, M.D.
Box 741 Highway 61 N_<&-
Port Gibson, MS 38150

Edmund A. Miller, Jr., M.D.

122 East Street
West Point, MS 38773

‘Leslie E. England, M.D.

151 Jeff Davis Blvd.
Suite E

Natchez, MS 39120

Charles H. Martin, M.D.
49 Sgt. Prentiss
Natchez, MS 39120

Barry D. Suber, M.D.
302 Highlanod Blvd.
Netchez, MS 39120

Cclifford Tillman, M.D.
Medical Arts Bldg.
Natchez, MS 38120

Richard G. Hendrick, T1I, M.D.

811 Polk Street.
Polk, MS '38834

EXHIBIT "A"



M.D.

Robert R, McGee,
P. 0. Box 1237
Clarksdale, MS 33614

John R. Wheat, M.D.
9414 Broadway

Olive Branch, MS 38654

‘Chris H. Benson, M.D.
" Hattiesburg Climic
415 South 28th Ave. .
Hattiesburg, MS 39401

Eurt F. Bruckmeier, M.D.
809 Pineview Dr.
Hattiesburg, MS 39401

_Arnold J. Jackson, M.D.
415 S. 28th Avenue
Kattiesburg, MS 39401
Charles J. Parkman, M.D.
415 S. 28th Avenue
Hattiesbug, MS 39401

William C. Thompson,
415 S. 28th Avenue
Hattiesburg, MS 39401

M.D.

Hans'ﬁ. Adanms, M.D. 

P. 0. Box 4717

Biloxi, MS 39531
Frederick E. Dixon, M.D.
125 Booth Circle .
Ocean Springs, M5 39564
John W. Douglas, M.D.
108 Westview Dr.

Biloxi, MS 39531

Marshall L. Hortom, III,
113 Miramar Ct.
Biloxi, MS 39530

M.D.

Estela C. Kanade,
507 Government St.
Gulfport, MS 39503

M.D.

Battiesburg, MS

Robert B. Brahan, M.D.
415 South 28th Avenue
BEattiesburg, MS 39401

Dorothy L. Gillespie, M.D.
307 Katie Avenue

Hattiesburg, MS 39451

Ralph C. Kahler, M.D.
3103 Jamestown Road
Hattiesburg, MS. 389401

. Glenn N. Smith, M.D.

415 S. 28th Avenue

39401

Thomas S. Blanks, M.D.
1110 Broad Avenue :
Gulfport, MS 49501

Henry C. Dorris,
207 S. Shore Dr.
Biloxi, MS 39532

M.D.

Warren A. Hiatt, Jr., M.D.
P. 0. Box 4717
Biloxi, MS 39531 ;
Ashok Kanada, M.D.
507 Government St.
Gulfport, MsS 39503

Douglas C. Llanier,” Jr., M.
1110 Broad Avenue
Gulfport, MS 39501

D.



Regina C. Mills, M.D.
127 lameuse St.

Suite 102

Biloxi, MS 39530

Matthew Phillips, M.D.
215 Ashley Place
Ocean Springs, S 39503
pavid Philip Schauer, M.D.
1110 Broad
Gulfport, MS 39501

Thomas H. Spence, Jr., M.D.
‘84598 Courtney Circle

Ocean Springs, MS 39564

Marion H. Wainwright, M.D.
127 Lameuse St.
Suite 102

Biloxi, MS 39530

Holland M. Addison, Jr., M.D.
1600 North State Street
suite 200
Jackson, MS 39202
claudia B. Balducei, M.D.
University Medical Center
2500 North State Street
Jackson, MS 39216

Bryan Barksdale, M.D.
746 Manship
Jackson, MS 39202
Warren N. Bell, M.D. -
University Medical GEY.
2500 North State St.
Jackson, MS 39216 .

Robert E. Blount, Sr., M.D.
241 Ridge Dr. .
Jackson, MS 39216

‘Bernard H. Booth, III, M.D.
g40 N. State St.
Jackson, MS 38202

_ Jackson, MS

“Jackson, MS

Frederick J. Pakron, M.D.
145 Bayou Circle
Gulfport, Ms 39501

Vemula S. Reddy, M.D.
502 Government St.
Gulfport, Ms 38503

Joseph A. Smith, M.D.
1800 W. Beach
Biloxi, MS 38530

Richard H. Tilley, M.D.
1110 Broad: Avenue
Gulfport, Ms 38501

'Andrew Ss. Anfanger, M.D.

871 Serville Drive
Jackson, MS 39206

Lodévico Balducci, M.D.
University Medical Center

. 2500 North State Street

Jackson, MS 38216
Jon M. Beall, M.D.
746 Manship
Jackson, MS 39202
Thomas M. Blake, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 North State St.
39216

willard H. Boggan, Jr., M.D.
Medical Plaza Suite 102
2969 University Dr.

Jackson, MS 39216,

John D. Bower, M.D.
University Medical Center
2500 North State St. =~
39216



Sarah J. Broom, M.D. ' Donald E. Butkus, M.D.

The Medical Clinic 58 St. Andrews St.

746 Manship St. Jackson, MS 38211

Jackson, MS 339202

Ralph R. Carter, III, M.D. William A. Causey, M.D.

4652 Meadowridge Dr. P. 0. Box 52289 :

Jackson, MS 39206 " Jackson, MS 39216

Stanley W. Chapman, M.D. Charles D. Christian, Jr., M.D.
725 Seneca Avenue University Medical Center

Jackson, MS 39216 2500 N. State St.
’ . Jackson, MS 38216

Larry L. Collins, M.D. "William C. Cushmﬁn, M.D.
214 Comstock Lane 1500 E. Woodrow Wilson
Madison, MS' 3S1l0 : Jackson, MS 338216
Carlton R. Daniel, Jr., M.D. Gary M. Davis, M.D.
1151 N. State Street 1905 Flowers Dr.
Jackson, MS 38202 - Jackson, MS 389212
Robert M. Evans, M.D. " Joe C. Files, M.D.
5868 Kristen 386 Whippoorwill Lane
Jackson, Ms 39212 Jackson, MS 39213
Jefferson A. Fletcher, M.D. - Richard A. Fox, M.D.
4830 Northampton Dr.. 2305 E. Manor Dr.
Jackson, MS 39211 Jackson, MS 338211
Luther H. Fulcher, Jr., M.D. 'Mack C.‘Furr, M.D.
746 Manship St. Jackson Oncology Assoc.
Jackson, MS 39202 5008 E. Woodrow Wilson
Jackson, MS 39216
Frazier E. Fyke, Jr., M.D. Roland F. Garretson, M.D.
746 Manship St. 1712 Wilhurst Dr.
Jackson, Ms 39202 Jackson, Ms 39211
Jemes E. Griffith, ‘M.D. . Charles E. Hall, M.D.
1500 E. Woodrow Wilsén 1733 Myrtle St.
Jackson, MS 39216 ' ' Jackson, MS 39202 °
William K. Harper, M.D. Clare 1. Hays, M.D.
Hinds Cardiology Clinic 4132 Council Circle
1815 Hospital Drive Jackson, MS 38206
“Jackson, MS 39204 .
William C. Hays, III, ﬁ.D. Harper K. Hellems, M.D.
4132 Council Circle University Medical Ctr.

Jackson, MSs 39206 2500 N. State Street
. . Jackson, MS 39216



Gary H. Howell, M.D. :
2969 University Dr.

Suite 102
Jackson, MS 39216
John R. Pieklik, M.D.
1600 North State St.
Jackson, MS 38202

Calvin Ramsey, M.D.
500-A Woodrow Wilson
Jackson, MS 393216

Linda J. Rockhold, M.D.
4515 Meadow Ridge
Jackson, MS 39206

Marcelo J.‘Ruéinsky. M.D.
381 Medical Drive
Jackson, MS 39216

Merv?n P.. Smith, Jr., M.D.
1983 McDowell Road
Jackson, MS 39204

Arthur W. St. Clair,
812 Brookwood Road
Jackson, MS 39206

M.D.

Thomas E. Stevens, Sr;, M.D.
4021 Northeast Dr.
Jackson, MS 39211

Edwin P. Sudduth, M.D.
971 Lakeland Drive
Jackson, MS 35216
Russell S. Tarver, M.D.
3726 Crane Blvd.
Jackson, MS 39216

David R. Thomas, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 North State St.

Jackson, MS 39216

Myra D. Tyler, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 North State St.
Jackson, MS 39216

Paul D. Van Landingham, M.D;
1600 North State St. Ste200
Jackson, MS 39202 :

‘Jackson, MS

. James E. .Strong,

Georée E. Patton, Jr., M.D.
962 North Street
Jackson, MS 339202

Sybil F. Raju, M.D.
Lakeland Medical Clinic
381 Medical Drive.
Jackson, MS 38216

Roland B. Robertson,
1500 E. Woodrow Wilson
Jackson, MS 33216

Julian F. Rose,
806 Arlington

M.D.
38202
Greham B. Shaw,

1600 North State
Jackson, MS 39202

M.D.

William R. Smith, M.D.
135 Ashcot Circle
Jackson, MS 38211

Albert W. Steele, M.D.
5158 Canton Heights Dr.
Jackson, MS 39211

Jr., M.D.
1983 McDowell Road
Jackson, MS 339204

Ralph E. Sulser,
962 North Street
Jackson, MS 39202

Sr., M.D.

L. €. Tennin, Jr., M.D.
6210 Winthrop Circle
chksop, MS 39206

Helen D. Turmner, M.D.
1452 Belle Glade St.
Jackson, MS 39211

Robert E. Tyson, M.D.
1600 North State St.:
Jackson, MS 39202

Richard B. Warren,
746 Manship St.
Jackson, MS 389202

Jr., M.

Jr., M.D.

D.
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James K. Hensarling, M.D.
826-R Lakeland Drive
Jacskon, MS 38216

Reed B. Hogan, III, M.D.
§00-B East Woodrow Wilson

Jackson, MS 39216

John F. Jackson, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 N. State Street
Jackson, MS 339216

Ben B. Johnson, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 N. State St. )
Jackson, MS 38216

James S. Jones, M.D.
871 Lakeland Dr.
Jackson, MS 38216

Tawfiq I. Khansur, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 N. State St.
Jackson, MS 39216

James C. Kolb, M.D.
354 Lakeshore Dr.
Jackson, MS 39213

Bruce W. Lambuth, M.D.
5455 Briarfield Road
Jackson, MS 389211

Andrew C. Lin, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 N. State St.

Jacksen, MS 39216 e

Obie M. McNair, M.D.
5257 Willieams Dr.-
Jackson, MS 38209

Francis §S. Morrison, M.D.
University Medical ‘Ctr.
2500 North State St.
Jackson, MS 39216

William C. Nichols, M.D.

2420 Southwood Road
Jackson, MS 39211

Gilliam S. Hicks, Jr., M.D.
5836 Ferncreek Dr.
Jackson, MS 38211

Gerry A. Houston, M.D.
Jackson Oncology Assoc.
§00-B E. Woodrow Wilson
Jackson, MS 39216 ’

.Richard T. Jackson, M.D.

139 Wheatley Place -
Ridgeland, MS 39157

Marquetta L. Johnson-Faulkner MD

1946 Oakwood Place
Jackson, MS 39213

Alan P. Kennedy, Sr., ﬂ.D.
6030 W.- Wind Road
Jackson, MS 39206

Kent A. Kirchner, M.D.
University Medical Ctr.
2500 N. State St.
Jackson, MS 39216

.Van L. Lackey, M.D.

500-B E. Wooedrow Wilson
Jackson, MS 39216

Herbert G. Langford, M.D.
University Medical Center
2500 N. State Street
Jackson, M5 39216

Billy W. Long, M.D.
500-B E. Woodrow Wilson
Gastrointestinal Assoc.
Jackson, MS 39216

Eric A. McVey, III, M.D.
1225 N. State St.-
Jackson, MS 39202

David H. Mulholland, M.D.
279 Ingleside Dr. P
Madison, Ms 39110

Caroline R. Norman, M.D.
6215 Ferncreek Dr..
Jackson, MS 38211



Ocean Springs, MS

James G. Wilson, M.D.
728 Euclid Avenue :
Jackson, MS 39202

John D. Wofford, Jr, M.D
768 Lakeland Drive :
Jackson, MS 33216

Timothy M. Wright, M.D.

St. Dominic Medical Offices
971 Lakeland Dr. Suite 425
Jackson, MS 38216

Joél R. Brunt, M.D.
2712 Criswell Avenue
Pascagoula, MS 39567

John W. Degroote, M.D.
Doctors Plaza Suite 310
4211 Hospital Road
Pascagoula, MS 39567

Harry B. Heitzman,
Medical Plaza
Vancleave Road

M.D.

39564

Alice H. Maier, M.D.
Doctors Plaza Ste 304
Pascagoula, MS 39567

Alfred E. McNair, Jr., M.D.
Doctors Plaza Ste 206
Pacagoula, MS 38567

William L. Striegel, M.D.
1169 Ocean Springs Road

Ocean Springs, MS 39564
Charles D. Cannon, Jr., M.D.
2008 Wansley Road

Laurel, MS 39440

chandra K. Vyas, M.D.

2924 Holly Drive
Laurel, MS 38440

John ,D. Wofford,
768 Lakeland Drive
Jackson, MS 39216

Daniel M. Woodliff,
1123 Pinehurst St.
Jackson, MS 38202

Robert L. Cobb, M.D.
Medical Plaza

Vancleave Road

Ocean Springs, MS 39564

Sandra Jan Drewry,
2712 Criswell
Pascagoula, MS 39567

M.D.

Edgar W. Hull, M.D.
304 Doctors Plaza
Pascagoula, MS 38567

Findlay G. Maier, M.D.
Doctors Plaza, Ste 304
Pascagoula, MS 39567

Larry M. Mitchell, M.D.
3702 Jefferson Avenue
Pascagoula; MS 385867

Michael Ruth, M.D.
1203 Jefferson St.
Laurel, MS 39440

William E. Weems, M.ﬁ.
227 S. 13th Avenue
Laurel, MS 38440

Sr., M.

M.D.

D.



Milton D. Hobbs, M:.D.
Box 828 .
Oxford, MS 38655

‘Thomas A. Randle, Jr., M.D.
P. O. Box B28
Oxford, MS 38655\

Richard Alexander, I1I, M.D.
6301 1llth Avenue
Meridian, MS 39305

Anthony C. Fouts, M.D.
1800 12th Street :
Meridian, MS

Nancy A. Hasenfus, M.D.
P. O. Box 4832
Meridian, MS 39304
William F. Reid, M.D.
1504 20th Avenue
Meridian, MS 39301

Harvey A. Flowers, M.D.
1938 Carolyn
Tupelo, MS 38802
James K. Harvey, M.D.
845 S. Madison
Tupelo, MS 38801

wWilliam C. Kellum, Sr. M.D.
‘P. 0. Box 1100
Tupelo, MS 38801

Samuel C. Pace, M.ﬁ—éé
845 South Madison
Tupelo, MS 38801

Thomas E. Standford, Jr., M.D.

108 Teton Circle
Tupelo, MS 38801,

Max R. Taylor, Jr., M.D.
P. 0. Box 1504
Tupelo, MS 38801

39301 -~

. Tupelo, MS

Jaies s. Purdon, M.D.
2169 South Lamar
oxford, MS 38655

Robert E. Clark, M.D.
\1517 34th Street
Meridian, MS 39301

William G. Hardin, M.D.
1233 S. Hillview Dr.
Meridian, MS 39301

John B. Hicks, III, M.D.
1525 22nd Avenue
Meridien, MS 39301

Rhonda Sue Wilson, M.D.
105 38th Street :

Meridian, MS 39301

Roland P. Guest, Jr., M.D.
845 South Madison
38802

David H. Irwin, Jr., M.D.
845 South Madison
Tupelo, MS 38801

William €. Kellum, Jr., M.D.
P. 0. Box 1100
Tupelo, MS 38801

Lyndon H. Perkins, M.D.
24X06 Lawndale
Tupelq. MS 38801

Antone W. Tannehill, Jr., M.D.
P. 0. Box 1504
Tupelo, MS 38801

Thomas D. Wooldridée, M.D.
609 Garfield

Tupelo, MS 38801 ’



¢

‘ Waters M. Hicks, Jr., M.D. .Kenneth L. Hines, M.D.
310 Dewey Street 405 River Road
Greenwood, MS 38830 Greenwood, MS 38930
Walter C. Moses, Jr., M.D. Brett T. Person, M.D.
405 River Road 102 Griffin Street’
Greenwood, MS .38930 Greenwood, MS 38930

Allison R. White, Jr., M.D.
609 Tallahatchie St.

Box 1551

Greenwood, MS 38830

Richard Fuller, M.D. ) Braxter P. Irby, Jr., M.D.
1036 D A Biglane Dr. 1036 D A Biglane Dr.
Brookhaven, MS 39601 Brookhaven, MS 39601 -
James D. Cure, M.D. . Frank H. Dailey, M.D.
1345 Scarlet Dr. 2500 5th St. North
Columbus, MS 38701 Columbus, MS 38701
Andrew R. Dills, M.D. " Sima G. Issen, M.D.-

425 Hospital Drive : . 1920 Watling Wayn
Columbus, MS 39701 ' Columbus, M5 39701

John D. McBrayer, M.D. James S. Rawson, M.D.

425 Hospital Drive : 2500 5th Street N.
Columbus, MS 38701 Columbus, MS 38701

John E. Reed, Jr., M.D. fhomas E. Sheffield, M.D.
425 Hospital Drive ’ 425 Hospital Drive

Columbus, MS 39701 Columbus, MS 39701

Jesse C. Williams, M.D.
Columbus Family Health
£20 Willowbrook Road.&
Columbus, MS 338701

Ruby G. Moy, M.D.
Route 2, - Box 238-D ’ '
Canton, MS 38046 : . :



Bryan F. McCraw, M.D. C '
1507 Church Street
Columbia, MS 38429

Ganesh N. Kini, M.D. Danny D. Moore, M.D.
501 S. Chestnut St. ’ 800 N. Boulevard Dr.

Aberdeen, MS 38730 Amory, MS 38821

Benjamin F. Sanford, Jr., M.D. Walter S. Sanford, M.D.

306 Lampkin Route 5, Box 26

Starkville, MS 39758 Starkville, Ms 39759
Richard T. Green, M.D. ' Stanford A. Owen, M.D.

921 6th Avenue v 1018 6th Avenue

Picayune, MS 39466 Picayune, MS 39466

Larry B. Aycock, M.D. "Robert E. Decoux, Jr., M.D.-
300 Rawls Dr. 300 Rawls Dr.

McComb, MS 39648 McComb, MS 38648

-Thomas J. Putnam, M.D.
208 N. First Street
Booneville, MS 38829

. “é‘

Clara A. Myers, M.D. ' Charles E. Sledge, Sr., M.D.
348 Crossgates Blvd. MS State Hospital

Brandon, MS 38042 Whitfield, MS 39193

Thomas F. Barkley,'M.D.' Thomas A. Shands, M.D.

300 Oxford Road 301 Oxford Road

New Albany, MS 38652 New Albany, MS 38652

3



Harish M. Madani, H.D.
P. 0. Box 392°
- Tylertown, MS 39687

Michael L. Davis, M.D.
3311 I-20 Frontage Rd
Vicksburg, MS 39180

Barry W. Holcomb, M.D.
P. 0. Box 231 .
Vicksburg, MS 39180

Polly M. Sepulvado, M.D.
100 McAuley Dr. -
Vicksburg, Ms 39180

Jerry M. Cunningham, M.D.
521 Fairview )
Greenville, MS 38701

Alonza L. Farr, M.D.
404 Alexander )
Greenville, MS 38701

Robert E. Lee, M.D.
1307 E. Union St.
Greenville, MS 38701

Jack Q. Causey, M.D.

Box 3389

The Field Clinic

Centerville, MS 39631,
-

-

Santhosh K. Reddy, M.D.
P. 0. Box 5§58 :
Tylertown, MS 39667

Karl W. Hatten, M.D.
3311 1-20 Frontage R
Vicksburg, Ms 39180

Joseph M. Ross, Jr., M.D.

P. 0. Box 231
Vicksburg, Ms 39180

. Steve M. Dragojevic, M.D.

250 Cypress Lane No.3-D
Greenville, MS 38701

Robert Z. Fialkow, M.D.
1317 Railroad Avenue
Greenville, MS 38701

Leon Lenoir, M.D.
1307 E. Union St.
Greenville, MS 38701

Robert L. Lewis, M.D.
P. 0. Box 876
Woodville, MS 39668



. Ocean Springs, MS

L. , . BOARB APPROVED PSYCHIATRISTS

Charles D. Burgess, Sr.

M.D.

Highway 98 W Take Forgetful

Route 13, Box 91
Hattiesburg, MS 39401

Gathel 0. Runnels, M.D.
2409 Mamie Street
Hattiesburg, MS ' 38401

Leonard D. Ball, ITI, M.D.

§7 52nd Street

Gulfport, MS 39501

Robert G. Slack, M.D.
238 Lovers Lane

Barry C. Amyx, M.D.

38564

Upiversity Medical Center

Dept. of Psychiatry
2500 North State St.
Jackson, MS . 39216

Gray Hilsman, M.D.
1501 Lakeland Dr.
Suite 301 -
Jackson, MS 39216

James E. Ruff, II, M.D.

St. Dominic Medical Offices

671 Lakeland Dr. #6110
.Jackson, -MS 39216

Raymond V. Kimble, III,
2409 Mamie Street
C/0 Psy Group

Hattiesburg, Ms 39401

Henry A. Maggio, M.D.
4501 15th Street '
Gulfport, MS 39501

Benjamin F. Vogel, M.D.
60 Cindy Cove
Gulfport, Ms 38503

Edgar Draper, M.D.

University Medical Ctr.
Dept of Psychiatry
2500 North State St.
Jackson, MS 39216

Robert M. Ritter, M.d.

Dept. of Psychiatry
971 Lakeland #610
Jackson, MS 39216

Garfield Tourney, M.D.
Univeristy Medical Ctr.
Dept. of Psychiatry
Jackson, MS 39216
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Emapuel G. Defraites, M.D.
4208 Pass Road
Biloxi, MS 38531

Robert T. Anderson, M.D. : William K. Dudley, Jr, M.D.
1719 Hwy 19 North P.0. Box 3037
Meridian, MS 39305 Meridian, MS 39301

Robert L. McKinley, Jr., M.D.
Region VI Mental Health Ctr
P. 0. Box 1505

Greenwood, MS 38830

Samuel R. Pate, Jr., M.D. Mario R. Pineda, M.D.
1030 Riverside Plaza 1050 N. Flowood Dr.
Jackson, MS 39208 Jackson, MS 39208



BEFORE THE MEDICAL LICENSING
BOARD OF INDIANA o
CAUSE NO. 88 MLB (! B

-

STATE OF INDIANA, g r
Petitioner ) F: N - 3
Ve ‘ Ma
EZZAT ELAH MAJD-POUR, M.D 3 -Y'lg;ggg
’ ey ) HEALTh Paen
Respondent. b BURE . Usmqm
COMPLAINT

Comes now the State of Indiana (hereinafter "Pefition-
er') by cdupsel, Linley E. Pearson, Attorney General of Indiana,
and John M. White, Deputy Attorney General, pursuant to the au-
thority of IC 25-1-7-?(&), and for its complaint against Ezzat
Elah Majd-Pour, M.D. alleges and says that:

' COUNT I

1. The Attérney Genefal of Indiana is empowered to
bring disciplinary complaints in the name of thé,State>of Indi-
ana before the Medical Licensing Board of Indiana.(hereinafter
"Board") pursuant to IC 25-1-7 et seq.

2. The Board is charged with the duty and resPonsi-
bility of regulating.the practice of medicine in the State of
Indiana fursuant to IC 25-22.5-2-7.

3. . The Board is empowered to hold disciplinary hear-
ings pﬁrsuant to the authorlty of IC 25-22.5-2-7 and IC,4-21. 5-3
et seq.

4. Ezzat Elah Majd-Pour, M.D.,. (hereinafter '"Respon- "
dent') who resides at 1218 Millcreek Lane, Columbus, Ohio
43220, is a duly licensed physician in the State of Indiana
‘holding Indiana physic1an s license no. 01029499,

5. Respondent also holds a license to practlce medi-
cine in the State of Mississippi, License No. 9448.

6. On or about August 7, 1986 Respondent's privileges
at Tunica County Hospital, Tunica, Mississippi were suspended,
pending a final hearing, due to his irrational behavior at the

hospital.
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_ 7. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as exhibit "A'" is a true and accﬁrate'topy of a letter,
déted August 21, 1986, from James M. Wilson, President of Tunica
County Hospital, to Respondent spécifically.stating thé allega-
tions against Respondent. |
‘ 8. On or about August 29, 1986 the Mississippi State
Board of Medicﬁl Licensure referred Reépondent to the Examining
Committee for .a determination as to Respondent's competence to
practice medicine with reasonable skill and safety to. patients.

9. Attached hereto and ihcorporated herein by refef-
ence as exhibit "B'" 1is a true and accgraﬁe copy of the Referral
of Physician to Examining Committee issued by the Mississippi
State Board of Medical Licensure on or about August 29, 19386.

" 10. On or about September 10, 1986 Respondent's priv-
ileges at Tunica County Hospital, Tunica, Mississippi, were per;
manently revoked after a hearing before the hospital's Board of
Directors. | _.

11. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as exhibit "C" is a true and accurate copy of the Resolu-
tion of the Board of Di{gctors of Tunica County Hospital, Inc.
issued on or about SeﬁE;ﬁber 10, 1987, revoking Respondent's
privileges. »

12. On or about September 18, 1986 Respondent appeared
before thg Examining Committee of the Mississippi Board of Med-

lical Licensure. The Committee postéoned its final determination
of Respondent's fitness to practice medicine and ordered him to
submit to a psychiatric examination and evaluation by a board |
approved psychiatrisf and comprehensive psychological testing
by a clinical psychologist.

13. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as e#higit "p" {5 a true and accurate copy of the Recommen-
dation and Order of the Examining Committee issued by the Exam-
ining Committee on or about September 18, 1986.

14. On or about October 6, 8 aﬁd 10, 1986 Respondent

underwent psychiatric evaluation by Rodrigo M. Galvez, M.D.

-2-



The evaluation revealed that Respondent suffers from a major
thought disorder, paranoid state, is incompetent and is not
responsible.

15. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as exhibit "E" is a true and accurate COpy of a Respon-
dent's psychiatric evaluation dated October 13, 1986 by‘kodrigo
M. Galvez, M.D. '

16. Prior to October 9, 1986 Respondent underwent
psychological testing administered and interpreted by James E.
Stary, Ph.D., including the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale,
Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory, Sentence Completion
Form and Rorschach Technique.

17. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as exhibit "F" is a true and accurate copy of the Psycho-
logical Report on Respondent dated October 9, 1986, prepared
by James E. Stary, Ph.D. '

18. On or about October 16, 1986 The Examining Com-
mittee issued its Final Recommendation and Order finding that
Respondent suffers from & major thought disorder, paranoid
state, is incompetent_gnd not responsible. The Committee fur-
ther found that Respondent was in need of immediate medical
treatment and his continued practice of medicine constituted an
jmmediate danger to public health and safety.

19. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as exhibit "G" is a true and accurate copy of the Final
Recommendation and Order of Examining Committee issued on or
about October 16 1986.

20. On or about October 16, 1986, Respondent s Mis-
sissippi medical license was placed on temporary suspension by
the Missiesinpi State Board of-Medical Licensure pending the
outcome of a final hearing.' ‘

21. Attached hereto and incorporated herein by refer-
ence as exhibits "H" and "I'" are true and accurate copies of
the Summons and Order of Temporary Suspension issued on or about

October 16, 1986 and the Supplemental.Summons issued on or about



Fébruary 12, 1987 by the Mississippi State Board of Medical
Licensure.

A 22. On or sbout March 31, 1987, after a hearing, the
Mississippi Staté Board of Medical Licensure concluded that Re-
spondent's actlons constituted unprofessional conduct, including
dishonorable or upnethical conduct likely to decelve, defraud or
harm the public and that the Respondent is unable to pfactice

_ medicine with reasonable skill and safety to patients by reason
of mental illness. The Mississippli State Board of Medical Li-
censure‘suspended Respondent's Mississippi medical license for
‘a period‘of three (3) years. Said suspension is to be»stayed
-ypon completion and compliance with conditions imposed by the
Mississippi Board. _

23, Attached hereto and incorporated hereln by refer:
ence as exhibit ngn §g a true and aécurate copy of the Determi-
nation and Order issued by the Mississippi State Bogra 6f Medi-
cal Licensure in the Matter of Ezzat E. Majd-Pour, M.D. on or
about March 31, 1987.

24, Respondent was disciplined by the Mississippi

gtate Board of Medical<Licensure and found in violati&n of |

§ 73-25-29 and § 73?25-53 Mississippi Code (1972) Annot. to-wit:

§ 73-25-29. nonissuance; suspension, revoca-
tion or restriction of license -- grounds.

The grounds for the nonissuance, suspension,
rgvocation'or restriction of a license are:

(8) Unprofessional conduct which includes,
but is not limited to:,

(d) Being guilty of any dishqnorable
or unethical conduct 1ikely to deceilve,
defraud or harm the public.

* k % %

§ 73-25-53. Conditions warranting restric-
tion, suspension or revocation of a license.

The license of any physician to prac-
tice medicine in this state shall be subject
to restriction, suspension or revocation, as
hereinafter provided, in case of inability
of the licensee to practice medicine with
reasonable skill or safety to patients by
reason of one or more of the following:

4=



(a) Mental illness.

The grounds stated above are similar to those under IC
25-1-9-4.

25. The conduct described above constitutes continuing
to practice elthough the practitioner has become unfit to prac-
tice due to professional incompetence and mental disability in
violation of IC 25-1-9-4(a) (4) (A) and (C); constitutes discipli-
nary action taken against the practitioner or the practitioner's
license to practice medicine or osteopathic medicine in any
-other state or ‘jurisdiction on grounds similar to those under
IC 25-1-9-4 in violation of IC 25-1-9-4(a) (7).

WHEREFORE, Petitioner demands an order against Respon-
dent, Ezzat E. Majd-Pour, M.D. that:

. 1. >Imposes the appropriate disciplinary :sanction
pursuant to IC 25-1-9; ‘
2. Requires Respondent to submit to psychiatric
_ tests/evaluations, performed by a board certified psychiatrist
to be chosen by the Respondent from a list of three (3) board
certifisd psycﬁiatrists prbvided to Respondent by the Medical
Licensing Board of Indiana including, but not limited to:

a) Minnesota Multiphasic Personality Inventory (MMPI)

b) Rorschach test

c) Thematic Apperceptioﬁ Test (TAT)

d) Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale (WAIS)

o ' 3. Such futther relief as the Board deems just and
proper in the prémises. 7
Réspestfully submitted,

LINLEY E. PEARSON
Attorney General of Indiana

/{/é ///47
: ohn M. White ‘
Deputy Attorney General

Certifred N ¥ P Uty 393 nad
Office of Attorney General

219 State House

Indianapolis, IN 46204

Telephone: (317) 232-6256
JMW/KMR/sb:43928
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TUNICA COUNTY HOSPITAL, INC.
U. S. Highwey 61 North
P.O. Box 428

Tunica, MS 38676 .

August 21, 1986

Dr. Ezzat Majd
P.O. Box 1756
Tunica, Mississippi 38676

Dear Dr. Majd:

- The ;.mrpose of this letter is to notify you that the Board of Directors

of the Tunica County Hospital, Inc., is considering whether or not to
issue an order permanently revokiig your privileges at the Hospital.
As you know at the present time your privileges have been temporarily
suspended pending @ full hearing of all relevant matters. The matters
which the Board will consider at the hearing are as follows: .

(1) Your treatment of personnel at ithe hospital and derogatory
statements made by you to personnel at the hospital on August T, 1986,
which events were discussed in some detail by you and other witnesses
at the hearing concerning your temporary suspension which hearing was
held on August 12, 1886, in your presence and with your aitorneys;

(2) 1t is. charged that you wrote on your prescription pad &
memorandum which is attached hereto snd that you handed this
memorandum out to persons who came into your clinic on August 8. A
copy of this memorandum is attached”as an exhibit to this letter. 'The
Board will consider whether or not (a) you wrote the memorandum; (b)
whether or nut there was some basis for your fear; or (c) whether or
not you wrote the inemorandum and there was no basis for your fear;

(3) It has been charEéd that you have made improper entries on
charts at the hospital. It-is charged that you have added orders after
the faét rather than making entries in chronological order. If you or
your attorney would like to discuss which charts are in question or
would like to examine the charts, please contact me and I will make-

arrangements for your examination at & proper time and place before
the hearing; : :

(4) It is alleged that you have without cause accused employees of

. Xilling and injuring patients by giving wrong drugs and not giving

drugs that you ordered;

(5) It is alleged that you have wrongfully sccused employees of the
hospital of torturing patients; :

M STATE'S
} EXHIBIT
§ :
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Dr. Ezzat Majd S .
Page Two - o
August 21, 1986 '

(63 It is alleged that you haﬁe wrongfully accused cmployees of the
-hospital of asking patients to leave the hospital;

(7) 1t is alleged that you have faijled to complete the records which
you are reguired to complete in a timely fashion; ‘

-(8) It is alleged that you scheduled surgery which was unsafe and
contrary to .your privileges and authorizations at the hospital and
contrary to the rules and regulations of the hospital;

(9) It is alleged tha.t without pro&ocation you exhibited outragecus
conduct at & medical staff meeting while staff members were trying to
explain_the DRG program to you; - L ‘ o
(10) 1t is .alleged_ that you accused staff mé_rﬁbers at the.hospital of
stealing dictation tapes; "~ - - .

(11) It is alleged that you refused to comply with the Medicare and
Medicaid regulations; -

(12) It is charéed that you have intentionally made false or
exaggerated statements that were incorrect concerning the hospital

including accusing hospital personnel of being klansmen, racists, and
criminals. . '

(13), It is charged that you made ,a false statement on television
concerning the care of a lady who had a baby in the hall at the
hospital;

(14) It is nllegc'd_!lint yoix have wﬁttén on h'osp'it.l.al' charts that records
have been dictated when .in fact you had not dictated a complete
record.

(15) Your application shows that you were born in Iran and you have
not furnished cvidence that"you are naturalized citizen of the United
States or thut you have U. §, Citizenship and 'we would like for you to

furnish evidence at this time of your citizenship;

(16) Information that you furnished to the hospital shows that you
were born on and that you began your medical study in
1961, We would like an explanation as to how you began your medical
training. at such a young age. -



Dr. Ezzat Majd
Page Three
August 21, 1986

If either you or .your' attorney do not_ understand the above matters
that will be discussed at the hearing or do not understand them in full,
then you may write me a letter setting forth what further information
you desire before the hearing begms. _

- -
H

wuh regard to the date of the hearing, I° wxll call a meeting of the
Board of Directors as promptly as possible after you notify me that you
are ready for the hearing so that tl’us matter can be dlsposed in an
expeditious manner. . -

Yours very truly,

TU 1CA COUNTY HOSPITAL INC.

o€ Teciw )70 o (0.L0 e

l’/dames M. Wilson, President -
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

IN THE MATTER OF THE
PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF
EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.

REFERRAL OF PHYSICIAN  TO EXAMINING COMMITTEE

T0: ARTHUR A. DERRICK, M.D.,
GEORGE-C. HAMILTON, JR., M.D.
BRUCE F. ATKINSON, M.D.

By authority granted unto the Mississippi State Board of

Medical Licensure pursuant to Mississippi Code (1972) Annot.,

Sections 73-25-51 through 75-25-67, referral of Ezzat E. Majd,
Pour, M\D° is hereby made to you as designated members of the
Examining Committee, for the purpose of determining the fitness
of Ezzat E. Majd, Pour M.D., to practice mediciﬁe.with reasonable
skill and safety to patients, either_on a restricted or uhre—
stricted basis.

The Mississippi State Board of Medical iicensure has reason-
"able cause to believe that Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.,D., licensed to
practice medicine in thig_étate, is‘unable_to practice medicine
with reasonable skill ;;d safety to patients because of mental
illness. The examination shall be conducted in the Auditorium of
the Felix J. Underwood State Board of Health Buiiding, 2423 North
State Street, Jackson, Hinds County, Mississippi on’' Thursday,

September 18, 1986 at 1:30 P.M.

The Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure further .
requests that yoﬁ order said physician to appear before the
Committee for the examination, after which, report ydur findings
and recommendations to the Board.

Dated this 29 day of Rugust, 1986, at dackson,'Mississippi.

Executive Office

Mississippi State Board of
Medical Licensure

2688-D Insurance Center Drive
Jackson, Mississippi 39201

STATE’S
EXHIBIT

L1} Bll




submitted to the ‘Committee by Dr. Majd and the Investigative
staff of thé Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure. The
cost of such examination shall be borne by pr. Majd.

Upon completion of the exémination, a complete report of the
results, along with a certified copy of all hospital and/or
patient records, shall be sent to the Mississippi State Board of
Medical Licensure to the attention of its Executive Officer.

Upon receipt of the patient file and report of mental
examination, the Examining Committee will render its final
opinion and recommendation as to the fitness of Ezzat E. Majd,
Pour, M.D., to practice medicine with reasonablé skill and safety
to patients, either on a restfictive or unrestrictive basis and
report its findings and recommendations to the Mississippi State
Board of Medical Licensure.

The failure of Ezzat E., Majd, Pbur, M.D., to submit to the
diagnostic mental examination pursuant to this order shall be
reported by'the Committee to the Missiséippi State of Medical
Licensure, and, unless due to circumstances beyond the control of
Dr. Majd, shall be grounds for the suspension by the Mississippi
State Board of Medicai‘f%censure of Dr., Majd's license to prac-
tice medicine in this state until such time as he has complied
with the order of the Committee.

SO ORDERED this the 18th day of September, 1986. “\

* AN

\\_/c‘g,/@\ ‘\LL \l |

. Arthur A, Derrick, Jr.; M.D.,

Chairman
S 1S 1913 i AXZ
Georgg . Hamilton, Jr., M.D.

Bruce E. Atkinson, M.D.




RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
- OF TUNICA COUNTY HOSPITAL, 'INC.
REVOKING PRIVILEGES OF DR. EZZAT MAJD POUR
AT THE 'I‘UNICA COUNTY HOSPITAL, INC.

WHEREAS complaints have been made concerning Dr. Ezzat Majd
pour and notice was duly given to him that a hearing would be, held
co.ncerni_ng.such complaints by letter to~him.dated August 23, 1986, and
a time was set convenient to the parties for hearing at 1:00 o'clock

p.m.. on September 8,1986, and various' witnesses appeared before the

-Board and testified and ‘both- parties rested and the Board has given

consideration to the complaints.and to the testimony and other matters
presented at the hearing and is of the opinion that the privileges of
Dr. Ezzat Majd pour to admit patjents to the hospital operated by the
Tunica County Hospital, Inc., a Mississippi nonprofit corporation, and
to ‘otherwise use hospital services should be terminated. '

NOw, THEREFORE, the privﬂéges of Dr. Ezzat Majd pour to admit
patients to the hospital operated by the Tunica County Hospital, Inec.,
a Mississippl nonprofit corporation, and otherwise use hospital services
be and the same is hereby:terminated. i

"BE' IT FURTHER RESOLVED thaAt—JameAs M. Wilson, President of the
Board of Directors, is requested to inform Dr. Ezzat Majd pour of this-
decision. -

THUS 'RE.SOLVED. ;thfﬁf'the 10th day of September, 1986.

On motion, the meeting adjourned, this the 10th dafr of September,

1986. _ :
&;f%m P, (s,
Pres.d € N
ATTEST: l
sl L Vsl

STATE'S
EXHIBIT
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

IN THE MATTER OF THE
PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF
EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D,

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER OF THE EXAMINING COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, the Examining Committee as designated by the

Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure under Section .

73-15—55 of the “Disableé Physician Law", Mississippi Code (1972)
Annot., convensd at 1:30 f.M., Thursday, September 18, 1986, in
the Auditorium of the Felix 5. Underwood State Board of Health
Building, 2423 North State Street, Jackson, Hinds County, Missis-
sippi, to conduct an examination of Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.,
Tunica, Mississippi, for the purpose of determining his fitness
to practice medicine with reasonable skill and saféty to patients
because of mental illness. Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D. was present
for the examination. ,

WHEREAS, after review of material provided by the»Investiga-
tive Staff of the Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure,
material presented to tﬁé_Committee by Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.
and after an examination of Dr. Majd, it is the opinion of the
Commitfee that Dr. Maijd suffers from a major mental disorder and
is ﬁnable to practice medicine with reasonable skill and safety
to4patients. However, thé Examining Committee belieﬁes.that a
diagnostic mental examination'of Dr. Majd is necessary for the
Examining Committee's £final defermination of Dr. Majd's fitness
to practice medicine. '

NOW, THEREFORE,‘IT IS. HEREBY ORDERED that within 30 days of
"the order, Ezzat E. Majd, Pour;'M.D. submit to a psychiatric
evaluation/examination perfsrmed by a board certified psychia-
. trist approved by tﬂe Mississippi State Board of Medical Licen-
sure and comprehsnsivs psychological testing performed by a
iicensed clinical psychologist approved by the Board. Said
examination shall include at least three follow—ué visits with

the Psychiatrisf having at his/her disposal the same materials

STATE'S
EXHIBIT |
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MississiPpl NEUROPSY.CHlATF\ﬂC CLINIC
. 1030 RIVERSIDE PLAZA :
JACKSDON. MISSISSIPPI 35208
W01 PIS-100Q

RMODAIGO M GALVEZ, M D Ottober '31 I 986 SENJAMIM A ROOT. JR. M D
WRLIAM ). GRLESME, JR. . HD . BRUCE M. SUTTON. M D,
GEORGE D LAONER. MO

8. RAY PATE. M.0. JAMES C. STARY, Pu D

Frank Morgan, M.D.

Executive Officer .

Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure
2688-D Insurance Center Drive

Jackson, Ms 392[6 i

Re: Ezza Majd, Pour, M.D.
Dear Doctor Morgan:

The Psychiatric Evaluation was done on three interviews held on
October 6, 8,and 10. Each interview lasted'seventy—ﬁve minutes and
was done in'my office.” In addition to that | reviewed copies of material
which was submitted to me by the State Board of Medical Licensure. Dr. .
Majd signed a "Release of Medical Information™ and we contacted Harlem, .

" Kentucky but to this date we have not received a reply. Dr. Majd is a

forty-seven year-old Iranian male who is married and the father of four
children. He came to the United States in 197]. He took training in New
York City as well as Kentucky and also took some training in Puerto Rico.
He is married to an Iranian lady who is a Pediatric Dentist and at this time

.is teaching at the Ohio State University. :

His biographical data is well documented in the material which was sub-
mitted to us by the Mississippi State Board of Medical Licénsure and that is-
also supported by information obtained directly from Dr. Majd. At this point
I feel that nothing can be added simply because the information submitted to
me by the Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure confers what Dr. Majd
told me during the interviews in'my office. He says that in 1974 or perhaps in
late 1973 he was working long hours. at the Harlem Appalachian Regional Hospital -
and he was dehydrated, didn't have enough food or sleep and he felt very weak.,
At that time he said that he was admitted briefly to the medical service, he was
not quite sure for how many days, he said it was most likely three or four days.
While he was an inpatiep$;- he was prescribed sleeping pills but "1 did not take
them" and also was seen by a psychiatrist who prescribed some nerve pills but
"l did not take them because ! did not need them either.” They put in the
chart that | have cataracts, which was a false accusation." He said that there
was not any real need for medication at the time, that the only thing he needed
was to rest. As a matter of fact after resting a few days he returned to his

- usual duties. At that time he makes a point of telling me that he was an

excellent Resident, has always been an excellent student and in the top of
his ‘class. ! asked him if he was. willing to sign a release of medical infor-
mation so that we could get his medical records from Kentucky.- He did so

STATE'S
—_— EXHIBIT -
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Frank Morgan, M.D.A ' (
Page 2 '

but we have not gotten an answer from them. He says that in 1973 he was
a second year Resident in General Surgery at the Harlem Appalachian
Regional Hospital and that the training program had the Pyramidal System
and about the middle of the second year he was informed that there will be
no position for him for the third year and that he should look for position
in some other training program. This toock him by surprise and he says

 that "the entire hospital got shocked, and they could not understand that

he being an excellent Resident, that he was in competition with the American
guys and he was much brighter and a better worker than them, that he would
be denied the third year position.* "Probably the hospital wanted to cover up
the injustice." That is the reason why he was found to have cataracts when
he has no cataracts. They covered up all so no legal consequences will ensue.

At any rate, he went back to Iran in [980 and in late 1983 .they returned to
the United States and he was working in Buffalo, New York until July when he
came to Tunica, Mississippi. Shortly after coming to Tunica, Mississippi, his
difficulties began. He feels that he was supposed to join a group of six family

“practitioners in Tunica. They would be referring patients to him from the

surrounding communities which includes Senatobia, Coldwater, Tunica, Sardis
and two smaller communities which he cannot remember the names of. He says
that shortly after coming there he found himself in a disagreement with the six

. family practitioners who offered him a guaranteed income of $120,000.00 a year

and he was supposed to keep the initial $500,000.00 and if his gross income
exceeded $500,000.00 in one year the excess of the $500.000.00 would go to

the six family practitioners. He then realized they were asking him to practice
poor medicine and he says this in a very calm and collected fashion. He said
that they were asking him practically to amputate legs when there was no need,
simply because an above the knee amputation would mean $1100. 00 in medical
fees. He refused to do things like that and gradually he began to discover that
all of the doctors were actually killing people in Tunica and they were in con-
spiracy with nurses and other people who were trying to cover up all of the

~ mistakes and that he "being a strong and healthy physician wanted to practice

only good medicine could not get along with other people."” Eventually he

says that he split from the group in'January,.1986. He began to practice
medicine alone but he felt that they wee harrassing him. He got threatening
phone cails, his phone lines were cut off seven times, his office and home were
broken into three times, once to his office and once to his home and once they
made noises trying to open a window of his home. In talking about himself he
says that he was born in*Iran, his native tongue is Turkish but he also speaks -
Iranian and Arabic fluently. When he was in Puerto Rico he learned some
Spanish. He never took formal English language but he learned to speak
English by talking with people and he says that he even wrote a book. At

this point | asked him what he wrote a book about and he says that- the title

of His book was "Revolution For the Twentieth Century.” The book has nothing
to do with politics or sociology . He does not remember who published the book.
He says the book is about genetics and "} can change a plant species into other
plant species, for example, wheat into mushrooms by using some chemical
substances." When | asked him what type of chemical substance he states

that he uses Colchicine, and others used in Oncology for treatment of cancer
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patients. | could go into a long detailed description of this interview but |
prefer to make it brief, should anyone have any doubts you can contact me.

In brief Dr. Majd is, at this time, suffering of a Major Thought Disorder.

The best way to describe this is in a paranoid state. This is supported by
facts, such as, his ‘affect is extremely flat, there are no switches at all when
describing his good times like being an excellent student or a father or writing
books and describing his troubles with those family practitioners in Tunica, or
the Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure. His mood is friendly and he
is cooperative. He is oriented to time, place, person but not too clear to the
situation. He knows that he is in a psychiatrist's office for a psychiatric eval-
uation but he feels that it is mainly “to prove that | am innocent" when the issue
is to prove whether or not he is in need of psychiatric help. His memory
immediate, recent or remote recalls are good. | happen to know Buffalo, New
York and we. talked for a while about Deacones Hospital where he worked in
the Emergency Room and his description was much the same as | remember of
that hospital. Therefore, recent or remote recalls are good. | mentioned to
him a color, name and a figure and after a few minutes he could remember
those items perfectly well, so memory is intact in-all spheres. Speech at

times were circumstantial, mild looseness of associations that are perfectly

well documented on the recorded interviews. When asked a question he

would eventually go into a long explanation and touching different subjects
"that has no connection to me at all but to him seems to be related to himself.

Thousht content and processes: In the interview | asked him about his
self-evaluation, whether he was normal, about average or below average as
far as intelligence goes. He didn't listen to me and he says that he is extremely
bright. At one point he began to say "1-dm a Ge --=" but he quickly stopped
before completing the word. He feels persecuted by the family-physicians in
Tunica, the Hospital Board and a group of forty millionaires in Tunica who want
to cover up the "practicé of poor medicine in Tunica." At one point he says -
that | may not give a good report because | will have to twist my report in
order to please the Mississippi State Medical Licénsure Board. | asked him
.how come? and he said, yes, you being a foreigner may be under the same
pressure as | am and you may be forced to give a false report. | explained
to him that that was not the case and that my report would be unbiased and
there will be no pressure from any source on me. His insight and judgment
. are poor. He feels that this mainly is an issue of covering for mistakes of
other physicians in Tunicg when ‘actually -the issue here is his emotional stability.
His judgment is, as | satd before, poor which is clearly manifested by facts like
writing a letter to the Governor in regard to his predicaments, engaging the
FBI and reporting to the FBI what is going on in Tunica, engaging in an
Organization by the name of WOSH which stands for Women on Self Help.
He could not abstract simple proverbs., | mentioned to him'a "tooth for a
tooth and an eye for an eye.” ™ It is better late than never" and also another
one that 1 changed from the original form to another as "do to others before
they do it to you" and he could not abstract. His thought process was as
concrete as it could-be. He denied any suicidal or homicidal ideation. Intelli-
gence and knowledge are average and he is not in touch with reality.

L4
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SUMMA RY:

A 17 year old Iranian male who at this time is suffermg from a Major
Thought Disorder, parano:d state, | feel that at this time he is not respon-
sible for his behavior. He is obeying well organizéd delusions and he feels
that what he is doing is right and correct because his delusions make him
feel that way. He is not competent to practicé medicine at this time or, more,
to protect himself on legal grounds. 1 do feel that he would be of poor help
to any lawyer who wants to help him'in this predicament. There is no sure
rule to predict violent behavior in psychiatric patients. However, in view
of the life hlstory of Dr. Majd it seems to me that violence should not be of
great concern in this case. | presently feel that he is not a violent man and
has never been violent as far as we can tell in’his past 47 years. He is a
very passive-submissive man. | hope to have been of help, agaln to close
up my summary | will state an opinion.

Oprmon Dr. Majd is suffermg of 2 Major Thought Dlsorder parano:d state.
He is incompetent and is not responsible.

Sincerely yours,

Diplomate, Am rican Board of
Psychiatry and Neurology

RMG /ok
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psychological Report: Majd pour, Dr. Ezzat E. (M.D.)
) mmica, Mississippi
Referred By: Dr. R. M. Galvez
Jackson, Mississippi
purpose: General psychological evaluation.
Tests Administered: Wechsler adult Intelligence Scale
Minnesota Multiphasic personality Inventory
Sentence Campletion Form
Rorschach Technique

This testing was done by clinical associate R. A. Johnson, with
the test interpretations and this report being done by the undersigned.

. It was reported that Dr. Majd seemed to be well motivated toward
the testing situation and he cooperated well with all tasks. He wag
serjous in his approach to all test items. He expressed some concern
about cultural differences effecting his test performances, but he did
not seem to be especially anxious or apprehensive, particularly in light
of the seriousness of his situation. He was friendly and courteous in .
attitude and behavior. . One unusual bit of verbal behavior was his remark
Suring administration of the Rorschach, "what do people see who haven't
had parasitology?" Since most of his responses were anatomical in nature
(only two responses had parasitic content), this remark seems to be some-—
what out of place. Another unusual bit of behavior occurred when I was
presenting Dr. Majd with the sentence completion form. He attempted to

avoid this procedure by telling me that even though he is fluent in a
number of languages, he is not very good in English because be has not
had any formal training in grammar and literature®. He said that all
the English he knows has been Jearned through contact with people, and
he besitated to write out respanses because of his poor grammar. He was
persuaded to go ahead and do-kis best, and indeed be did do a very good
job of spelling and grammar usage. These remarks are seen as part of
pr. Majd's defensiveness, perhaps against vnwittingly revealing anything
about himself which might be unfavorable to him.

Test Results And Intérpretations:

On the Wechsler, a full scale I1.Q. of 108 was attained, this score
falling within the average range of intelligence. A verbal I.Q. of 116
(bright normal) and a non-verbal 1.Q. of 97 {average) were scored. Cul-
‘tural differences may have had scme effect in lowering the 1.Q.s Some-=
. what, but it is not the 1.0. levels that is so important here as is the
£act that the non-verbal I.Q. is 19 points lower than the’ verbal I.Q.
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The first interesting aspect of this psychametric pattern is that phy-
sicians who are practicing surgeons typically have the reverse of this
pattern, i.e., their non-verbal intellectual skills are usually much
higher than their verbal intellectnal skills. Even when making allow-
ances for cultural differences there should ot be as much of a dis- -
crepancy between these I.Q.S as there is. Secondly, affective factors
cuch as anxiety and depression frequently interfer with non-verbal at-
tention, concentration and reasoning and produce lower non-verbal I.Q.s,
but there are no other test data to support the notion that either of _
these factors are present at levels high enough to be interferring fact-
ors. Lastly, persons who have paranoid features in their adjustment
frequently present this pattern, this being manifested in ordinary life
situations by their not being very good at dealing in effective ways
with various problem life situations.while making extensive use of such
verbal defenses as intellectualization and rationalization. The later
option seems to be the most appropriate one with Dr. Majd, judging by
his personality test data, ’ .

_The most striking feature about the Rorschach protocol is the un-
usually large number of responses with anatomical and medically related
content, e.g., transection of the spinal cord, transection of the brain,
ete. This i5 not typical even for physicians, and when this does occur,
there are two implications. One is that the person has marked feelings
of personal and social insecurity and is prone to retreat into profess-
jonal/vocational topics when interacting with other people, i.e., he en-
gages in a lot of shop talk because it is with these topics that he feels
most comfortable and safe. Secondly, this is a2 defense in response style
against giving responses which he is not sure what the conseguences would
be. Dr. Majd must feel psychologically very insecure when dealing with
life situations which are unfamiliar, complex and ego threatening to him,
with his main defense tactic at such times being intellectualization, and
when he feels really pressed, pseudo<intellectualization is invoked. The
later must involve some really naive reasoning and explanations. Dr. Majd
has a fairly strong sense of urgency for gaining immediate gratification
of his wants and needs: This renders his frustration tolerance weak and
provides basis for some impulsive acting ocut behavior which is situation
specific and could be ‘highly-disruptive to other people. He is remark-
ably egocentric in self-focusing ways. He must have unrealistic expecta-
tions of other people showering him with attention and consideration, and
catering to his wants and needs. When these expectations are not fulfill-
ed, he is likely to react with attitudes of resentment and rejection which
could have paranoid gqualities. people like this vsually are hyper sensi-
tive to criticism, both real and implied, and again their reactions could
have paranoid qualities. It is interesting to note that with all of Dr.
Majd's verbalizations about interest in his patients and their care, this
test protocol lacks in support for the notion that he has any real empathic
interest in other people, or that he even has much identity with people.
psychologically he remains schizoid in this respect. 1In fact, a couple
of responses suggest that be in fact must have a basically hostile and de-
risive attitude toward ‘pecple such as is seen with persons who are some-
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what grandiose in their self-valuation, this being a defense "against being
overwhelmed by strong underlying feelings of inadequacy. There is support
here for the notion that Dr. Majd is behaviorally rather passive and that

_he does not take the initiative for coping with problem-presenting life
situations. Even when someone else presents him with a structured plan
for solving a problem situation, be lacks initiative for implementing the
plan. There is support here for the notion that Dr. Majd is weak in tol-
erance for psychological stress and that when he is subjected to such
stress he is prone to become psychologically disorganized to some degree.
This is a longstanding trait with him and not something that is situation-
al or temporary. The index of reality awareness and perceptual accuracy is
very low and probably reflects the degree of psychological disorganization
presant. ' ' :

In his sentence completion responses, Dr. Majd continued with his
defensiveness. None of the responses have reference to his current pro-
fessional problems. Items which would be appropriate for him to express
feelings about his current situation were responded to in ways which have
nothing to do with his situvation or the people involved. For example,
‘with the following item, I Need, he wrote "to improve in my English com—
mumnication and language." It seems more realistic to have made reference
to having to clear up his current situation as being a major need of his.
Instead of writing that it is wrong to treat others in bad ways, as he in-
sists is being done to him, he wrote: It is wrong "not to improve and not
to learn." It seems too that if he were to be granted one wish at this
time, he would wish to be cleared of his current problem situation. In-
stead he wrote that if he could have cne wish granted to him, be would
wish "to succeed in my research work and achieve the goals I am working
on it, because those are the ways and goals I like them (sic).”™ It would
have been entirely appropriate for Dr. Majd, according to his viewpoint,
to have responded that others are guilty of attempting to ruin him profes-
sionally. Instead he wrote the totally innocuous response: Others are

©  guilty "when they commit proven crimes." As with the Rorschach, he re-
‘sponded in ways which he deemed would not be harmful to him because he
was not sure just what the consequences of his responses would be. Yet
this response style in itself is very inappropriate for one whose pro-
fessional life is in jeopardy’

The pattern of the validity scales scores of the -MPI indicates that
Dr. Majd was extremely defensive in his self-report. While he may be a
very moralistic person, this pattern is much too high for only moralistic
priciples to be operating here. br. Majd denied having minor faults which
most people readily admit to having. For example, be marked FALSE to such
items as: At times I feel like swearing; I do not always tell the truth;
I get angry sometimes; Once in awhile I put off until tomorrow what I
ought. to do today; Scmetimes when I am not feeling well I am cross; I do
not like everyone I know. That Dr. Majd was very careful in his response -
style also is reflected that not one of 41 critical items was marked in
the scored direction. If what he says about the other physicians in Tun-
jea is true, one would expect him to have marked TRUE to such critical
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items as these: I have had very peculiar and strange experiences; If peo-
ple had not had it in for me I would have been much more successful ;
Sameone has it in for me; I believe I am being plotted against; I am sure
I am being talked about. So along with intellectualization, denial seems
to be a major defense tactic as well. Considering his situation, some
defensiveness is to be expected, but here, as with the Rorschach and sen~-
tence completion form, Dr. Majd's defensiveness is excessive, As would
be expected, none of the clinical scales are elevated into the pathologic
range. The pattern of excessively high defensiveness with a relatively
flat clinical profile is typically seen with persons who are paranoid
but who are not blatantly obvious in their features. 1Instead, en a day
to day basis their paranoid qualities are quite subtle. while not ele-
vated into the pathologic range, there is a basic configuration of three
clinical scales which suggests that Dr. Majd basically probably is a’ ,
rather passive and dependent person who now has scme general social anger
and resentment which may or may not be situation related. The Anxiety
Index. is only slightly elevated, this not being surprising in light of
his extremely defensive response style. Likewise, the Ego Strength scale
score is spuriously high because of his defensiveness. On the other hand,
the Control Index is quite low so that the clinical features described
thoughout this report should be fairly readily observable to the person
who interacts with Dr. Majd on something more than a superficial basis.

Conclusions And Summary:

1t was reported that Dr. Majd seemed to be well motivated toward
the testing sitvation and he cooperated well with all tasks. He was
serious in his approach to all test items, but his response style to
all of the test procedures was a highly defensive one. He expressed
same concern about cultural differences effecting his test performances,
but he did not seem to be especially anxious or apprehensive, particu~
larly in light -of the seriousness of his situation, Or else he was very
cleverly masking his anxiety and apprehension. He was friendly and cour-
feous in attitude and behavior. : )

: On the Wechsler, a full scale I.0. of 188 was attained, this score
falling within the average rasige of intelligence. A verbal I.Q. of 116
(bright normal) and a non-verbal I1.Q. of 97 ‘(average) were scored. Cul-
tural differences may have had some effect in lowering the 1.Q0.s some-
what, but it is not the 1.Q. levels that is so important here as is the
fact that the non-verbal I.Q. is 19 points lower than the verbal 1.Q.
This is an unusual psychometric pattern for a physician who is a prac-
ticing surgeon, their non-verbal intellectual functioning usually being
much higher than their verbal intellectual functioning. Even when making
allowances for cultural differences there should not be as much of a dis—
crepancy between these 1.Q.s as there is. Persons who have paranoid fea-
tures in their adjustment frequently present this pattern, this being
manifested by their not being very good at dealing in effective ways with
various problem life situations while making extensive use of such verbal
defenses as intellectualization and rationalization.
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The personality test data support the inference that there is at
least a subtle paranoid condition present. There are po blatant examples’
of disordered thinking of a bona fide schizophrenic type. However, there
certainly is some inappropriate thinking taking place in the function of
major defense tactics as seen bhere, these involving obvious denial and
pseudo-intellectualization, and probably projection as well. Dr, Majd
does not cope with psychological stress in effective ways, something which
probably is a longstanding trait with him, Since his frustration tolerance

encugh he invokes ineffective and even inappropriate paranoid defenses. The
more severe the stress the more naive, rigid and inappropriate these de-
fenses become. Dr, Majd is in a state of stimulus overload at this time
and he can not effectively and appropriately cope with the demands of this
stessful situation. He evenly naively denise or does not acknowledge that
he is experiencing severe psychological stress — this in itself is inappro-
priate thinking. His psychological structure as reflected here suggests
that Dr. Majd probably has had Iepeated, or at least several psychologic-
ally chaotic periods in his life time. _

Thank you very much for referring this patient to me,

James E, Stary, ph.D7
Clinical Psychologist



BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE ———

IN THE MATTER OF THE PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF

EZ2ZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.

FINAL RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER OF EXAMINING COMMITTEE

WHEREAS, +the Examining Committee as designated by  the
Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure under Section

73-25-55 of the "Disabled Physicians Law", Mississippi Code

(1972) Annotated, convened at 1:30 o'clock P.M., Thursday,
.September 18, 1986 in the auditorium of the Felix J. Underwood
State Board of Health Building, 2423 North State Street, Jackson,
Hinds County, Mississippi to conduct an examination of ﬁzzat E.
Majd, Pour, M.D., Tunica, Mississippi, for the purpose of deter-
mining his fitness to practice medicine with reasonable skill and
safety to patients because of mental illness;

WHEREAS, as a result of said examination, the Committee
found Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.,D. to be suffering from a major
mental disorder and unable to practice medicine with reasonable
skill and safety to_$gatients.' However, before rendering its
final recommendation, the Examinihg Committee ordered Ezzat E.
Majd, Pour, M.D. to undergo é psychiatric evaluation/examination
within thirty (30) days by' a board certified psychiatrist and
licensed clinical psychologist, said examination to include three
follow-up'visits with the psychiatrist having at his/her disposal
the same materials submitted to the Committee by the investiga-
tive staff of the Miésissippi State ﬁoard of Medical Licensure
-~ and material presénted to the Committee by Dr. Majd;

WHEREAS, Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D. chose Rodrigo M. Galvez,
M.D., and James E. Stary, Ph.D., 1030 Riverside_Plaza,=Flowood,
Mississippi, as the psychiatrist and psychologist to perform the
psychiatric evaluation/examination.

WHEREAS, between October 6, 1986 and October 10, 1986, Ezzat
E. Majd, Pour, M.D. was examined by Rodrigo M. Calvez, M.D. and
James E. Stary, Ph.D. During said examination Drs. Galvez and

Stary had at their disposal the same materials submitted to
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the Examining Committee by Dr. Majd and the investigative staff
of the Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure. On October
13, 1986, Dr. Galve:z rendered to_ the Mississipﬁi State Board of
Medical Licensure his report of examination of Dr. Majd along
with a psychological report, dated October 9, 1986 from James E,
Stary, Ph.D., Clinical Psychologist. A copy of both reports is
attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by
reference. ‘

NOW THEREFORE, after review of the Octcber 13, 1986 report
from Rodrigo M. Galvez, M.,D., and October 9, 1986 report from
James E. Stary, Ph.D. and based further upon the Committeg's
prior examination of Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D. on September 18,
1986, it is the opinion and recommendation of:the Committee, as
follows: '

. 1. That in view of the fact that Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.
received extensive evaluation by Rodrige M. Galvez,
M.D. on October 6, 8 and 10, 1986, it is not necessary
that a third follow-up visit be performed.

2. That Ezzat E. Maﬁd,' Pour, M;D. is suffering from a
major thohghi disorder, paranoid state and is
incompetent and not responsible.‘ Because of this
condition, Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M;D. is in need of
immediate medical treatmént and his continued practice
of medicine constitutes an imminent dange; to public
health and safety.

th

SO ORDERED, this the _/£ = day of October, 1986.

Qg Lbl

Arthur A, Derrlck, Jf~\/M D.,
Chairman

George C. Hamllton, Jr., M.D.

C%%ULCZ é?-(;&ﬁétiuhu,ﬂll),

Bruce E. Atkinson, M.D.
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

IN THE MATTER OF THE PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF
EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.
TO: EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR,. M.D.

1004 East Edward Avenue
Tunica, Mississippi 39676 - *

SUMMONS AND ORDER OF TEMPORARY SUSPENSION

YOoU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED to appear before the Mississippi
State Board of Medical Licensure in the auditorium of the Felix
J. Undgrwood State 'Board of Health Building, 2423 North State
Street, Jackson, Hinds County, Mississippi on Thursday, November
20, 1986 at 10:00 o'clock a.m. to answer the charges filed
against you in the matter now pending before this Board.

The Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure, charged by
law with the liceﬂsing of medical doctors in this state, under

Title 73, Chapter 25, Mississippi Code (197é) Annotated, charges’

that you, a physician d_ulyv licensed under the authority of the
State Board of Med:"LcaZ‘L Licensure and the laws of the State of
Mississippi are unabl’é&to practice medicine with reasonable skill
and safety to patients by reason of x.nental illness. .

FURTHER, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that pdrsuan£ to authority

granted in Section 73—25-63, Mississippi‘Code (1972) Annotated,

your license to practice medicine in the state of Mississippi is
temporarily suépended pending the outcome - of the scheduled
hearing on November 20, 1986. Enclosed herewith and served as a
part of this Summons is a copy of the Final Recommendation and
Orderl of the Examining Committee rendered October 16, 1986,
wherein it was determined .tha-t' your continued pragticé of medi-
cine would constitute an imminent daager to public health and
safety.

Under Subsection (3) of Section 73-25-63, Mississippi Code -

(1972) Anndtated, at the conclusion of the hearing, the Board
chall make a determination of the merits and may issue an order
requiring you to submit to the care, counseling or treatment by

Board
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licénse_to practicé medicine for the duration of impairment or
revoke your license to practice medicine.

The Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure further
adviseg'you that yoﬁ have a right to be present at the hearing,
to be represented by counsel, to produce witnesses or evidence on
your behalf, to cross examine witneéSES and to have subpoenas
issued by this Boara, _

) A
GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE, +his the Zé ~ day

- of October, 1986.

Frank £, Morgans Jr.
Executive Officer,
Mississippi State Board of
Medical Licensure



BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE
IN THE MATTER OF THE PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF

EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.

SUPPLEMENTAL SUMMONS

TO: EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.
1004 East Edward Avenue
Tunica, Mississippi 39676

WHEREAS, on October 16, 1986, Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D. was
.summoned to appearvbefore the Mississippi State Boaéé of Medical
Licensure on Thursday, November 20, 198§, at 10:00 o'clock A.M.
to answer charges that he is unable to practice medicine with
reasonéble skill and safety to patients by reason of mental
illness; _ ‘ .

WHEREAS, pursuant to Motions for Continuance filed by or on
behalf of Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D., the hearing has been
continued until March 19, 1987, at 10:00 o'clock A.M.:

WHEREAS, it is necessary to supplement the prior Summons and
Affidavit in order to add additional charges and grounds upon

which disciplinary action can be taken:

=

NOW, THEREFORE, fBb ARE HEREBY SUMMONED to appear before the
Mississippi State Board of Medica} Licensure in the Executivé
Conference Room of gherFelix J. Underwood Building, 2423 North
State Street, Jackson, Hinds County, Mississippi, Thursday, March
19, 1987, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., to answer the charges filed
against you in the matter now pending befora this Board.

The Mississippi State Board -of Medical Licensure, charged by

' ' g
law with the licensing of medical doctors in this State, under

Title 73, Chaptér‘zs, Mississippi Code (1972), Annotated, Eha;ggs
that you, a physician duly licensed under the authority of the
State Board of Medical vLicensure and the 1;ws of the State of
Mississppi, are guilty of having been disciplined by a licensed
hospital or medical staff of said hospital and are guilty of
unprofessional conduct, which includes being guilty of any dis-

honorable or unethical conduct likely to deceive, defraud or harm

-

the public.
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Under Subsection (8) of Section 73-25-29 and Section

73-25-83(a) and (c), Mississippi Code (1972), Annotated, such

acts constitute grounds for which the Mississippi State Board of
Medical Licensure may place your license on probation, the terms
of which may be set by the Board, suspend your right to practice
for a time deemed pfoper by the Board, revoke your medical ;
. license of take any other action in relation to your license as
the Board may deem proper under the circumstances.

The Mississippi State Board of Medical Licensure advises you
that this Board will, upon your request or that of your legal
counsel, subpoena persons, witnesses or papers on your behalf.

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE, this the 12th day of

February, 1987.

Mississippi State Board of
Medical Licensure



BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI STATE BOARD OF MEDICAL LICENSURE

IN THE MATTER OF THE -
PHYSICIAN'S LICENSE OF :
EZZAT E. MAJD, POUR, M.D.

DETERMINATION AND ORDER -

This matter came on regulafly for hearing-on March 19, 1987,
before the M{ssissippi State Board of Meaical Liéensﬁre pursuant
to Miss. Code Ann. £73-25-63. The Board initiated these proceed-
ipgs on July 20, 1986, by referral of Ezzat E. Maid, Pour, M.D.
to the désignated members of the Examinihg Committeé,4pﬁrsuaﬁt to
Miss. Code Ann. £73-25-51 thfough £75-25-67, for the purpose of
determining the-fitness‘of Dr. Maijd to practice medicine with
" yeasonable skill and safety to patiénts, either on a restricted
or unrestricted basis. Dr. Majd was thereafter ordered'to appear
before the Examining Committee on September 18, 1986. Dr. Maijd
appeared before said commitéee gn§ was found to be suffering from
a major mental disorder and unable to practice medicine with
reasonable skill and safety to patignts. However; prior to
rendering a final determdination, the committee ordered Dr. Majd
to submit to‘a ﬁsychiatric evaluation/examinétion pursuant to
Miss. Code Ann. §73-25-57(2). On October 6, 3, and 10, 1986, Dr.
Majd submitted to such an examination and on October 13, 1986, a
report was rendered concluding that Dr. Majad was suffering from a
major thought disorder. .On October 16, 1986, the Examining

Committee rendered its Final Recommendation and Order finding
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that Dr. Majd was unable to practice medicine with reasonable
skill and safety to patients by reason of mental illness.

On October 16, 1986, the Board issued a Summons and Order of
Temporéry Suspension informing Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D. thét the
Board had reason to believe that he was unable to p?actice
medicine with reasonahle_skill and safety to patientsvby reason
of méntal illness. Dr. Majd's medical license was temporarily
suspended pending the outcome of the scheduled hearing on
November 20, 1986. .

Pu;suant to writteﬁ request of Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.,
the Mississippi Sta;e Board of Medical Licensure rendered an
order continuing the matter until the next regularly scheduled
meeting on January 15, 1987; and proﬁibiting Dr. Majd from
practicing medicine during the interim. The matter was further
continued until March 19, 1987, iq response to a motion filed on
December 30, 1986, on behalf of Dr. Majd. On February 12, 1987,
the Board expanded these proceedings By_issuing a Supplemental .
Summons and Affidavit informing Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D. that it
had reason to believe tﬁat he was in violation of Miss. Code Ann.
€73-25-29(8) and §73-25-83(a), in that Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D.,
a physician duly licensed under the autho;ity 6f the State Board
.of Medical Licensure and the laws of the State of Missiséipbi,
was quilty of unprofessional conduct, which includes being guilty-
of any dishonorable or unethical conduct likely to decéive,
defraud or harm the public.

A hearing was convened at 10:00 o'clock A.M., March 19,

1987; Ezzat E. Majd, Pour, M.D., being present, represented by
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Jim Waide. Evidence and testimony was then presénted. Based on
the above, the Board renders the following findings of fact,

- conclusions of law and order:

FINDINGS OF FACT

; 1.

EZZAT E, MAJD, POUR,'M.D., heréinafter referred to as
»Licensee", has been licensed to practice medicine in the State
of Mississippi since September 9, 1981, pursuant to Miss. Code
Ann. §73-25-1, holding Mississippi License No. s448.

II.

Prior to seeking licensure in the State of Missiséippi,
Licensee served a two—&ear residency'in surgéry between August
1972 and August-1974 at the Appélachian Regional Hospital,
Harlan, Kentucky. During his reéidéncy at the Appalachian
Regional Hoséital,'Licensee was admitted to said hospital for -
treatment between December 24, 1973, and January 2, 1974, witﬁ
chief complaints of weight loss, dizziness and syncopal episodes.
Puring Licensee's treatment, he consulted a psychiatris£ and was
diagnosed as suffering from depression and a mild schizoid .
personality with a finéigaiagnosis of hyperthyroidism, postural
hypotension, anxiety depressive reaction and situational stress
reaction.

III.

Licensee beg&n practicing in Tunica, Mississippi, on or
about June, 1985. On RAugust 6, 1986, at'approximately 6:35
o'clock P.M., pat’ient Bobbie I.'was transported to the Tunica
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County Hospital via ambulagcé.' The patient was found to be dead
upon arrival, Notwithstanding, the emergency room physician and
nuréing staff immediately initiated aﬁtempts to resusitate the
patient without regard aé to the patient's idéntity or whom the
patient's physician was. Resusitation attempts were unsuccess-
ful. Thereafter, Licensee accused the attending physician and
nursing staff of "stealing” an§ *"killing" patient Bobbie ]. ‘On
the following day, August 7, 1986, Licensee'went tb the Tunica
County Hospital, and accused the medical and nursing staff of
*killing", "murdering”, and "stealing" his patients. Licensee
‘accused one particular nurse of being a "prostitute" and “turning
into a vampire at night" and killing "hundreds™ of his patients.
Other accusations, too numerous t§ mentibn, included statements
that the medical and nursing staff were killing his patients,
that the medical and nﬁrsing staff and board of directors of the
Tunica County Hoséital were members of the "klan" and "racists"
and that thef were plotting to kill him or run him out of town.
The above accusations were made at'fhe Tunica County Hospital
befdfe numerous medical and staff personnel and were made in such
a loud tone and manner as to indicate loss of control.

. Iv,

The éccusations by Licensee toward the medical and'nursing
staff at Tunica County Hospital and other.individuals during
August 6, 1986, and August 7, 1986, were false and wiﬁhout any
basis in fact. Although evidence reflectsbthat deaths have
occurred at the Tunica County Hospital, no cohplaihts of mysteri-

ous deaths were filed with state or local authorities and the
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number and causes of deaths occurring at the hospital were not
unusual for a hospital of that size and type.
) v.

On August é, 1986, Licensee wrote and gave fo other parties,
including office staff, a note stating that on that date he was
*threatened to be killed, if in future I murdered, ﬁy killer is
Dr. Larry Black and Paris Prince only (otherwise nobody else is
responsible) .” Said note then provides that "These two people “
may kill me indirectly, but responsibility of murder .should stay
only with them, and nobody else." Although evidence presented
indicates that Dr. Majd or his staff may have received phone
calls of éhreatening néture, we find that there is no basis in
fact for the accusatiqn concerning Larry,Black, M.D. and further,
by Licensee's own admission, the accusation'concé;ning Paris
Prince was without merit.

vI.

That Licensee has on occasion carried a 38-caliber pistol on
his person and in the presence of hié staff, yielded the weapon
in such a manner as to frighten his staff.

: VII.

-

Licensee haé exhibited other conduct and behavior indicative
of-an individual suffering from mental illness. Further, '
Licensee’s 6wn teéfimony revealed charaéteristics of one suffef-
- ing from mental illness as substantiated by the expert testimony

of Rodrigo M. Galvez., M.D. and George Hamilton, M.D.



VIII.

:On or about July 7, 1986, Licensee admitted patient D&shie
A- to the Tunica County Hdspital for the purpose of perforxﬁihg
a breast biopsy. Licensee later scheduled and directed.the
nurses to pfepare the patient for a simple mastebtomy and exci-
sion of the lymph nodes to be performed under local anesthesia.
Such a pfoéedure should only be accomplished under geheral
anesthesia and Licensee was prevented from carrying out the
_procedure by action of the medical staff,

IX.

On' July 20, 1986, Frank J. Morgan, Jr., M.D,, Executive
Officer of the Mississippi State Board of Medical Liéensure,
referred Licensee to the designated members of the Examining
Committee, pursuant to Miss. Code Ann. €73-25-51 through
ﬁ75—25—67, for the purpése of deﬁermining'the fitness of Licensee
to practice medicine with reasonable skill énd Safety:to pa-
tients, eitheg on.a restricted or unrestricted 5§sis. Licensee
was tHereafter ordered to appear before the Examining Committee
on September 18, 1986.‘ Licensee appeared before said committée
and was found to be suffering from a major mental disorder and
unéble to practice medicine with reasonable skill and safety_td
patients. /%oﬁever, priof to rendering a final determination, the
committee ordered Licensee to submit to a psychiatric evalua-
tion/examination performed by a psychiatrist and psycﬁologist
approved by the Board. Licenseg chose Rodrigo M. Galvez, M.D.
and James E. Stary, Ph.D., 1030 Riverside Plaza, Flowood, Missis-

sippi, to perform the psychiatric evaluatién/examination. Oon
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October 6, 8, and 10, 1986, Licénsee was examined by Rodrigo M.
Galvez, M.D. and James E, Stary, Ph.D. and upon conclusion of’
said evaluation, a'report was rendered to the Board dated October
13, 1986, concluding that Licensee was suffering from a major
thought disorder, paranoid state, was incompetent and not respon-
sible. Further, it was the opinion of Dr. Galvez that because of
this condition, Licensee was in need of immediate medical treat-
ment and his continued praciice of medicine constitutes immi-
nept danger to public health and safety./fOn October 16, 1986,
the Examining Qommittee rendered its Final Recommendation and
Oraer finding that Licensee was unable to practice medicine with
reasonablé skili and safety to_patients by reason of mental
illness.
. X.

In addition to the above, Licensee has sought independent
evaluations by G. H. Aivazian, M.D., Delores M. Digaetano, M.D.,
Jan T. Goff, M.D. and Ken Lippincott, M.b., in several instances,
said physicians utilizing reports. from independent psychologists,
In each case, Licensee was found not>to be suffering from a
psychiatric disorder. .Hshever, several of the reports rendered
by said physicians were qualified as to the accuracy of that
information provided by Licensee'ﬁnd in each situation, the
physician/psychologist 5ased their evaluation on incomplete
background history and/or improper data. |

| XI.
That Licénsee was also examined by William ﬁ. Kallman, Ph.D

who described Licensee's conduct as not indicative of'delusional"_.
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behavior, but merely ‘angry exaggerafionsf However, Dr. Kallman
did find that Licensee may have suffered on one occasion from an

"acute paranocid disorder.”

_CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

After considering all the evidence presented, and based on
the Board's personal observation of Licenseé during his testiﬁo?
ny, the Board hereby determines that Licensee's actions consti~
tute unprofessional conduct, including dishonorable or unethical
conduct likely to decei&e, defraud or harm the public and that
Licensee is unable to practice medicine with reasonable skill and

safety to patients by reason of mental illness.
ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Final Recommeédation of the
Examining Committee rendered October 16, 1986, is hereby accept- -
ed;.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED tpat on the basis of the findings of
fact enumerated above, Mississippi Medical License No. 9448
issued to Ezzat E. Majd7‘%our, M.D., is hereby suspended forla
period of three (3) years; however, said suspension will be
stayed upon completion of and compliance with all of the follow-
ing ;onditions to the satisfaction of the Mississippi State Board
of Medical Licensure:

1. A physical examination, including CT scan of the hegd,

- endocrine survey and urine and blood drug screens by a physician

approved by the Board of Medical Licensure with the results of



receipt thereof.

the examination submitted to the Bo;rd within thirty (30) days of
feceipt of this order; A

2. A comprehensive psychiatric and psychological Qork-up‘
with fOIIOqup treatment and care by a psychiatrist approved by
the Board of Medical Licensure from eithér Mississippi or
Memphis, Tennessee. The results of the work-up are to be
submitted to the Board within sixty (60) days of receipt of this
order. -

3. Montﬁly progress reports from the Board approved psychi-
atrist are to be submitted to the Board within fifteen (15) days
of the end of each month during treatmgnt.

4. 2All ‘expenses incurrea'in carrying out this Order shall
be borne by Licensee.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to Miss. Code Ann.
573-25-27, as aﬁended, a copy.of this Determination and Order‘
shall be sent by registered mail or pérsonally served upon Ezzat

E. Majd, Pour, M.D., and should become effective immediately upbn

/

sT
THIS, the B/ ™ day of March, 1987.

N
-

MISSISSI?PI STATE BOARD OF
MEDICAL LICENSURE

o

Executive Office
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